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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

Faculty Minutes
1969-70

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
May S, 1970

(Summarized Minutes)
The May S, 1S70, special meeting of the University Faculty was called
to order by President Heady at 1:38 p.m., in the Kiva, with a quorum
present.
Upon the request of the President, Mr. ourrie defined those eligible
to attend the meeting and to vote. Thereupon, the Faculty voted to
admit as guests to the meeting the members of the Board of Regents,
representatives of the "written" press -- i.eo, no tapes or cameras,
and Professors McCormack and Groen from New Mexico State University
(in Albuquerque for the A.c.t.u. State board meeting).
On behalf of the Policy Committee, Professor Cottrell proposed that
for today's meeting it be determined that on any given issue or motion
no one be permitted to speak more than twice nor at any one time of
speaking be permitted to exceed five minutes. The Faculty approved
this proposal.
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At the invitation of the President, Mr. Ortega (President of the
Regents) addressed the Faculty. He noted that the Regents are vested
by law with the management and control of the University, these functions being accomplished through the process of delegation except for
a direct responsibility to see that the University fulfills its mission and function as an institution of higher education. Mr. Ortega
quoted the Faculty Handbook statement, "Rights and Responsibilities at
the University of New Mexico, which states that respect for the law
is fundamental, that disruption will not be tolerated, and that the
Regents will uphold the right of the individual student to the pursuit
of his education.
Mr. Ortega reported the informal resolve of the Regents to reopen
the University on Monday if at all possible, consistent with their
concern that if it were to remain closed beyond a reasonable time they
would be abdicating their constitutional responsibility . Mr. Ortega
reviewed briefly the Regents' actions after they were informed of the
closing of the University on Wednesday and the subsequent take-over of
the New Mexico Union. He noted that under existing agreements regarding revenue bonds, the Union must remain under the Regents' control
and management through delegation to the administration and others
~esponsible for the proper protection and management of the property:
it was also clear, he said, that title to the building is vested in
the Regents by law.
Mr. Ortega said that being advised on Thursday of some damage to
property within the Union, the Regents decided that it would be "prudent to take the most reasonable measures that we thought were available to us to accomplish the return of the University to normal and
the return of the Union to its normal use.
Accordingly, he said,
they decided in a conference call to petition the court for a temporary restraining order and an injunction, it being specifically
ordered by the court that these should be effected by the campus
security forces, the state police, and the city police.
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Also on Thursday, Mr. Ortega noted, the Regents issued an order
that the Union be closed and that those within vacate it~ this so that
it might be restored to its normal use. This order was read early
Friday morning to those occupying the Union.
Because of delays in Judge Larrazolo's District court, Mr. Ortega
said -- a conference requested by the chief of the state police and
the hearing of motions to dissolve the temporary restraining order -the restraining order was not effected until late Friday afternoon
(rather than early Friday morning as had been expected). Meanwhile,
he said, the Regents and President Heady, still being unaware that the
order would be effected by anyone other than campus, city, and state
police, met with the Policy Committee in emergency session at 5:00 p.m.
and agreed to express their willingness to delegate their authority to
operate the Union until Monday to the Faculty Policy committee and the
New Mexico Union Board. This proposal, he said, was communicated by
telephone to those within the Union only minutes before the police and
the guard arrived on campus.
Mr. Ortega said that he, President Heady, Dr. Bradbury, Dr.
Wilkinson, and Mr. Wolf then hurried to the Union, hoping to speak to
the Union occupants, but they found the evacuation already under way.
Mr. Ortega made it clear that the Regents deplored the use of
the National Guard and that they and President Heady did not request
the Guard and in fact had no knowledge that it had been ordered to the
campus until minutes before it went into action. Asked who had
ordered the use of the Guard, Mr. Ortega said that he had no direct
knowledge but had seen in the press that it was the chief of the state
police who had made the decision after asking the governor.
President Heady then made a brief statement in which he said that
his main purpose during the past week of crisis had been, if at all
possible, to continue normal operations of the University. He said
that on Wednesday he had reached "a very reluctant conclusion that the
circumstances that developed that afternoon seemed to make it impossible to continue with normal operations without jeopardizing the
safety of large numbers of people. As a result," he said,
I made an
announcement that we would not try to keep the normal operations going until Monday, the 11th." The President noted that he had issued
requests over KUNM that students who live on campus should go to their
residence halls, those who live off campus should leave the campus,
members of the staff should stay in their offices until closing time
or until further orders, and that all people who were not students,
faculty, or staff should leave the campus area at once.
The President stated that the actions and decisions made subsequent to the announcement and to the foregoing requests had been
aimed primarily at a resumption of full operations on Monday morning.
11

Professor Koenig, for the Policy committee, then introduced the following motion:
"The Faculty of the University of New Mexico expresses its
strongest disapproval of the State Government's employment
of force and violence on Friday evening, May 8. To call
out the National Guard, in light of recent experiences on
other campuses, was irresponsible at best. At worst, it
was a deliberately provocative action.
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"We commend the great majority of protesting students
who reacted to excessive force by the National Guard with
moderation and responsibility. We deeply regret that circumstances have created a crisis on our campus, and we will
work sincerely toward the early reestablishment of educational order and process at the University of New Mexico ...
The following amendment by Professor Bradshaw was then introduced and
was defeated: "Likewise we equally deplore the illegal activities of
a minority of our students which necessitated the presence of the
National Guard on our campus." Professor Koschmann requested that the
record show that debate on the amendment was cut off by a call for the
previous question before there was any significant debate in favor of
the motion.
Professor Jones made the following substitute motion (for the Koenig
motion): "We, the collective Faculty of the University of New Mexico,
condemn the unnecessary calling of the National Guard to the campus
and tne unnecessary and irresponsible violence by the National Guard
at times when the student protest activities on campus were nonviolent." The presiding officer ruled that this was not an appropri ...
ate substitute motion.
A motion to delete the words, "great majority of," from the first
sentence of the second paragraph of Professor Koenig's motion was then
approved, and as so amended, the Koenig motion was approved by the
Faculty.
Professor Drummond introduced a motion to·~all upon the members of the
Policy Committee, the Committee on University Governance, the Academic
Freedom and Tenure Committee, the Student Standards Committee, the
Committee on Enhancement of the Educational Process, the Curricula
Committee, the Graduate Committee, the Administrative Committee, the
Student Affairs Committee, and the committee on the University to
meet with an equal number of students selected by the Associated
Students of UNM and the Graduate Student Association, preferably
tomorrow, to do the planning that needs to be done to reopen this
University on Monday peacefully and fruitfully -- planning that meets
the whole gamut of concern of students and faculty who wish to continue the current program and of students and faculty who wish to
have a different kind of program."
After the seconding of Professor Drummond's motion, the following substitute motion was made by Professor Howarth: "As soon as the ·
National Guard and state and city police have been removed from the
campus, classes may be held at the discretion of every individual
instructor. However, until further decision by the Faculty, students
shall not be penalized in any way for whatever decision they may make
about attending classes and taking examinations."
Professor Howarth said that he wished to preface his motion by the
words, It is the sense of the Faculty that," when President Heady
expressed his opinion that the action suggested was not within the
discretion of the Faculty.
11
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President Heady relinquished the chair to Vice Chairman Wollman to
reply to comments from some of the student delegation. Shortly thereafter (at about 4:05 p.m.), the President, the Regents, and Mr. Durrie
having left the meeting to attend a Regents' meeting, Professor Wollman ruled that Professor Howarth's motion was not a proper substitute
motion, a ruling which, when contested, was upheld by vote of the
Faculty.
The Faculty approved the following amendment by Professor Cottrell to
Professor Drummond's motion: "Within the responsibility of the Faculty, we resolve that a moratorium be called on examinations and deadlines for the first two days of next week." Having generally agreed
that the Sunday meeting should be chaired by the chairman of the
Policy Committee and that it should be held in the ballroom of the
Union (this latter being approved by the Regents), and that it be
scheduled for 1:00 p.m. in order to give the students time to form
their delegation, the F·aculty then approved Professor Drummond's
motion as amended.
Professor Koschmann moved that"{l) this Faculty commend the vast
majority of students who followed the . request of the Administration
to leave the campus in order to prevent further disorders such as
occurred last Wednesday: (2) this Faculty wholeheartedly supports the
right of the faculty and students to hold classes on Monday without
intimidation or harassment from other students and faculty: (3) that
the Faculty request the Regents to grant a peaceful release from his
contract to any faculty member who, during the present social turmoil,
feels his courses are not relevant enough to be taught at this time.
We request that the Regents not bring legal action against such a
professor for breach of contract and take no action against an adjustment in compensation in accord with that portion of the contract not
fulfilled." This motion was then tabled until after the next motion
(q.v.) to be made by Professor Merkx, it being requested by the latter
that President Heady, the Regents, and Governor cargo be present for
the debate on his motion.
Professor Merkx's motion was thereupon read by Professor Hoyt as follows: "The Faculty expresses no confidence in President Heady's
handling of the present situation and requests that the Regents appoint Vice President Travelstead as Acting President of the University." This motion was tabled by a vote of 188 to 99.
It was then moved by Professor Rhodes that the chairman of the Policy
Committee and the Academic Vice President serve as a delegation to
invite the Governor to the faculty meeting (following the Regents'
meeting which he was then attending). This motion was approved, with
Vice President Smith being named as delegate instead of Vice President
Travelstead, the latter having declined.
(Dr. Smith reported subsequently to the Faculty that the invitation was extended to the Gover~or, but that the latter was seen leaving the campus directly following the Regents' meeting.)
A motion by Professor Spolsky that Professor Koschmann's motion be re~erred to the group of faculty committee members and students which
ls to meet on Sunday was approved by the Faculty, 184 to 101.
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Or. Travelstead said that an announcement had been made to the press
-- and he wished to reiterate it at this time -- that on Monday the
University would resume a normal schedule and that teachers and students would be expected to be there. He suggested in this connection~
that along with the regular schedule during the next three weeks,
there be additional seminars and conferences, with space and secretarial and support time being provided.
(At about 4:45, Mr. Durrie returned to the meeting, followed soon
thereafter by the Regents.)
Considerable additional discussion was followed by a motion by Professor Beckel, approved by the Faculty, that the Faculty commend the
students who, on Wednesday, left the campus non-violently at the request of President Heady.
Professor Doxtator then moved that "the Faculty commend the Regents
and the University administration for such steps as they were able to
take and did take to protect students and property in the recent and
very difficult period of time in which the University was closed."
After discussion, the Faculty voted to table Professor Doxtator's
motion.
At this point, Mr. Ortega, having returned, gave a brief report of
the Regents' meeting with Governor Cargo and then responded to a
number of questions from faculty members.
Professor Norman introduced the following motion, made initially as
an amendment to Professor Doxtator's motion but later separated from
it: "The Faculty of the University deplores the calling of the
National Guard unjustifiably; that is, without the knowledge or consent of the Regents or the President of the University who were
legally pursuing other means to control student unrest. Since the
decision to call out the National Guard can be made legally only by
the Governor of the State, and since he chose to make this decision,
by leaving it to the discretion of the State police, and further since
the Governor, while physically present in the State, chose to absent
himself or otherwise make himself unavailable in a time of severe
crisis for the University, be it resolved that this Faculty hereby
censures Governor David F. cargo for his overt irresponsibility and
lack of concern for the interests of the University." A motion to
refer Professor Norman's motion to the Sunday faculty-student group
was withdrawn in favor of a motion to table, this latter motion being
approved by the Faculty.
Professor Bransford then introduced the following motion: "The Faculty wishes to express its concern at the threat of sanctions against
those members of the Physical Plant staff who chose to strike as a
consequence of the activities on campus. we further seek assurances
from the University administration that threats of dismissal and other
Penalties be withdrawn and no sanctions be imposed as a consequence
0 ~ this action on the part of the Physical Plant employees."
Immediately following the presentation of this motion, there was a motion
for the previous question, and this being approved, the Faculty voted
to.a~prove Professor Bransford's motion. As a point of personal
Privilege, Professor Koschmann asked that since no debate was
-Ci-

allowed, the motion carry his dissenting vote in the minutes and also
whenever the motion is presented to any other group.
As a final motion, Professor Darling introduced the following:

"It is
the sense of the Faculty of the University of New Mexico that we censure the President of the United States for the continuation and extension of the Indo-China war and similarly condemn the President of
the United States and other elected officials who have led our country
into what we believe to be an illegal, immoral, and unjust war that is
not only raising havoc in Southeast Asia but also in every state in
the nation." The Faculty approved a motion and amendment that the
above motion be postponed until the next scheduled faculty meeting and
that it be the first order of the agenda at that meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 6:35 p.m.
John N. Durrie, Secretary

... .
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEX ICO
SPECIAL FACULTY MEETING
May 9, 1970

The May 9, 1970 Special Meeting of the University
Faculty was called to order by President Heady at 1:38
p.m., with a quorum present.
PRESIDENT HEADY Now this is a Special Meeting of
the Faculty.
It was agreed to call this y esterday afternoon for this afternoon at this time and this place. We
were somewhat concerned as to whether we might get word to
all of you, but apparently we succeeded.
I will ask the secretary to read for the information of all of you here who is eligible and who is not
eligible to be attending and participating in Faculty
meetings.
SECRETARY DURRIE The University Faculty is defined Eligibility
for Attenda nce
in the Constitution as:
"The Professors and Associate
and voting
Professors, Assistant Professors, lecturers, and instructors, including part-time and temporary appointees". The
Constitution also specifies by title a number of ex-officio
members of the University Faculty. All of the above are
entitled to attend Faculty meetings. However, part-time
and temporary Faculty members are not permitted to vote
and instructors are members of the voting Faculty only
after three years full-time service. Other persons
authorized to attend Faculty meetings are fifteen student
invitees, twelve undergraduates, and three graduate students. This list was phoned to me this morning by Bill
Pickins after conference with Frank Lihn and Doctor Lavender has the list. The mechanics for selecting them are
at the discretion of the student governments concerned
and the lists are supplied for each meeting. These student invitees are not permitted to vote.
Additionally, the Faculty last year authorized
the Policy Committee to invite to any Faculty meeting up
to ten administrative officials as special non-voting
guests. Other than the above, attendance at Faculty
meetings is unauthorized except by specific vote of the
Faculty at a particular meeting.
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HEADY I would like to ask if there are persons
here now who do not meet the qualifications mentioned,
that they would please leave.
I would like to recognize
Professor Cottrell for the purpose of suggesting some
additional people who might attend this meeting.
PROFESSOR COTTRELL Mr. Chairman, members of the
Faculty: The Policy Committee would like to recommend
that we invite the five Regents of the University of New
Mexico to our meeting this afternoon. On behalf of them
I move that we admit them.
(There were several seconds.)
HEADY
opposed "no".

There is a second. Those in favor, "aye";
The motion carries.

COTTRELL On behalf of the Policy Committee I
would like to invite the press, written press only. T.V.
and radio people may be admitted, but there will be no
tapes nor television cameras permitted in the building
during the meeting. If you want to make notes, that is
fine.
That's been our long-standing rules.
So I would move that any members of the press who
are going to be making notes be admitted, but there be no
television cameras or tapes.
HEADY

Is there a second?

(There were several seconds.)
HEADY Those in favor say "aye"; opposed "no".
The motion carried.
Now you have a motion concerning procedural matters?
COTTRELL Yes.
The Policy Committee for the last
several weeks has been concerned about our regular Faculty
meetings and procedural questions with respect to debate.
We don't want to curb debate unduly. We do not want to
inhibit anyone or even try to -- you can't do that with
this group, you all realize, anyway -- but we had been
discussing the possibility of having a limited time for any
one speaker to speak to an issue and this was on our
agenda this past week. We would like to recommend it for
today's meeting, not as a standing rule for the future.
It needs further study. But to see if it could be a

Standing
Rules Concern
ing Debate
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temporary rule applied for today's meeting.
I might point out that the rule I am going to
suggest is followed at lots 0£ national meetings. It's
£allowed consistently at the National A.A. U.P meeting.
It does not seem to keep anyone £rom saying their piece,
so on behal£ 0£ the Policy Conunittee I would like to move
a rule for today's meeting only, and that be that on any
given issue or motion that no one be permitted to speak
more than twice, nor at any one time 0£ speaking be perI move this on behalf of
mitted to exceed £ive minutes.
the Policy Conunittee.
(There were several seconds.)
HEADY Have you all heard the motion? It's been
moved and seconded.
Is there discussion? Those in favor
please say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is carried.
Now in connection with this rule that we have
adopted, and also in view of the very large number of
people here today, I think it very important that anyone
who is recognized identify himself before he speaks.
Please remember to do that.
PROFESSOR STUMPF Yes.
I would like to move that
Professor McCormack £rom sociology, and Professor Groen
from history of our sister institution, New Mexico State,
who are here for an A.C . L.U. State Board Meeting be permitted to observe the meeting.
HEADY

Is there a second?

(There were several seconds.)
HEADY
opposed "no".

Discussion? Those in favor say "aye";
The motion is carried.

May I ask if the Regents are here? Have they been
notified? The press is outside, too.
I believe that everyone invited to meet is here and before we proceed, in view
of the number here and the closeness of the air here I
would like to remind you that have not observed it perhaps
of the no smoking rule and ask that you please do observe
that today.
I am sure we are all appreciative that the Regents
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are here with us today and i f it i .s · agreeab l e wi th t h e ·F-acu l ty
I would like to call upon Regent Ortega, who is President
of the Board, for any conunent he might want to make and
then we will throw this meeting open to whatever motions
and discussions members of the Faculty may wish to make.
Regent Ortega.
Statement by
Mr . Ortega re
Regents 1 Responsibilities,
Closing of Un.i:versi ty, Occupation of
Union, ResThe Regents of this University, as I have said on
training Order,
prior occasion, are given and vested with the Constitutional Vacating of
responsibilLty of management and control of this University Union by Po as an institution of higher education. This is accomplished l~ce and Nathrough a process of delegation, as all of you know. Howtional Guard
ever, the onus of responsibility is on us to see that it
accomplishes its mission and its function as an institution
of higher education. In this responsibility we feel we
owe this not only to the citizens of the State of New
Mexico, but, in particular, to the approximately fifteen
to sixteen thousand students that have chosen to obtain
their higher education here.

REGENT ORTEGA President Heady, Dean Wollman,
members of the Faculty and my colleagues.
I appreciate in
great measure the opportunity to appear before you at your
invitation.
I feel in behalf of the Regents that we should
make a statement to you of our feeling regarding this
crisis on our campus.

In our policy statement, which was issued in
October 0£ 1965, which I believe has been praised as a
very fine statement and general statement on the manner
of governance and on the rights and responsibilities
between the various constituencies in that statement we
have stated that we will not tolerate disruption of the
mission and function of the University as an institution
of higher learning and that we will uphold the right of
the individual student to the pursuit of his education.
We also stated that respect for the law is fundamental
and that we certainly uphold thatprinciple which is so
vital to our democratic system.
When the incidents came up which led to the
very unfortunate action that was taken last night, we
were concerned with the disruption of this mission of
the University. We were concerned with the closing of
the University because we felt that if this University
remained closed beyond a reasonable time we would be
abdicating and violating our responsibility, our
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constitutional responsibility.
Being thus concerned, we
wanted to do and to put into effect whatever was reasonably
necessary to reopen the University at the very earliest
possible time and we have resolved informally that we
would want the University, if at all possible, to reopen
this Monday.
We had already expressed our feelings in conference
calls and I felt reasonably sure that this was the unanimous consensus of the Regents.
I might say that when the incident of the takeover of the Union was made known to me Wednesday afternoon,
when the incident of the closing of the University, or the
act of closing of the University was made known to me
after the fact, I had been in court and I was not accessible so I didn't find out until later that afternoon. I
came to President Heady's office and I asked Mrs. Mapel
and Doctor Wilkinson to join me. At that time we were
concerned with the problem of the take-over of one of
the buildings, title to which is vested in, egents by
law and, which under our accords and agreements regarding
revenue bonds, had to remain under our control and
management through del~gation to the administration and
others responsible for the proper protection and management of that property.
We felt that afternoon, and it was the consensus
that afternoon that in view of the fact that there was no
report of any damage to property of any loss of property
that it was prudent not to attempt to take any overt
action, which might prove more adverse to our resolve to
reopen the University than it would be if we attempted
any overt action. We received reports Thursday morning,
or sometime Thursday, in that in fact there had been some
damage to the property contained within the Union:
that
there had been some pilfering of coin boxes in some of
the machines, that there had been some disconnection of
some of the machines from water pipes which resulted in
some flooding, and naturally we were far more concerned
after receiving this report than we had been the afternoon before.
In a telephone conference call with my colleagues
we decided, either that morning or that afternoon
I
believe it was that afternoon -- that it would be
prudent to take the most reasonable measures that we
thought were available to us to accomplish the return of
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this University to normal and the return of the Union to
its normal use. We resolved, informally, in this long
distance conference call, to seek the aid of the courts
by petitioning the court for a temporary restraining
order and for an injunction.
It was very specifically
ordered by the court that the injunction and the effecting of the injunction and the temporary restraining
order -- I should say the temporary restraining order
because that is what comes first -- was to be accomplished
by the campus security forces, by the state police, and
by the city police. We had hoped that in order that the
temporary restraining order be, in effect, be served and
be effected with the least possible reaction that it
should have been done yesterday morning at approximately
eight thirty a. m.
We also resolved, informally, in this conference
call to issue an order of the Regents ordering the Union
closed and asking that this be done in order that the
Union be restored to its normal use and that those within
it vacate it. I understand that this order was read to
the students, or at least made known to those within the
Union, be they students or non-students, yesterday
morning.
I understand also -- and this is hearsay to me
but it's reliable -- that yesterday Judge Larrazolo, in
whose court in whose division of the District Court this
matter was to be heard, or at least a temporary restraining order issued and then on an order to show cause
heard at a later time, had received a communication from
the chief of the state police asking to confer with the
court. This caused delay until about ten thirty or
eleven o'clock.
I understand that in the interim there were
motions to disselve the temporary restraining order that
already had been signed and entered by the court. The
court, interested as all of us are following the process,
held that hearings would be conducted that day, and so
they were.
The temporary restraining order was not
ultimately made effective by the denial of the motions
to dissolve until sometime later in the afternoon, about
four or thereafter.
I might say that during all of this time and until
just a few minutes after the actual confrontation at the
Union, neither I, nor any of the Regents, nor to my
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information President Heady, had any inkling that the order
would be effected by anyone else other than the state
police, the city police, and the campus security forces as
the order in its language provided for.
I called the Regents into an emergency session at
5:00 a.m. yesterday -- excuse me, p.m. -- I have lost
track of time -- at 5:00 p.m. yesterday because we felt
that we wanted to do whatever could be done reasonably to
avoid the unfortunate action that was found necessary by
those making the order effective yesterday afternoon at
approximately 6:00, or thereafter . -- a few minutes
thereafter.
I might tell you that it is my information that
the students and others in the Union were asked a number
of times to vacate. We wanted to avoid any possible
violence on this campus, which I might happily say up
until yesterday had been the case and which I really
bragged about in talks that I made in various parts of
the state and also before the legislature -- we had some
discussion, some propositions, one of which was on the
part of at least some students -- I don't know how many
and I don't know whether it represented a consensus of
everyone; I assume it did -- that all would vacate and
those who chose to remain would be removed by the students
themselves if we agreed to turn over the Union to the
students then within the Union for operation by them until
Monday.
I might say that this we could not do because
of our legal and constitutional responsibility as Regents
of this University of management control. We were willing,
and it was communicated as I understand, and we did
resolve that we were willing to give the responsibility
to the Faculty Policy Committee and to the Union Board as
our delegated authority to manage the Union until Monday
morning. This was just minutes before the actual effecting of the order. Suddenly we received the message that
it would be well if President Heady were to go over
there, and I, Doctor Brad~ry, Doctor Wilkinson, and Mr.
Wolf. All of us walked over there. Doctor Heady walked
into the Union, and I did and so did the other Regents.
Doctor Heady spoke to the students and I attempted to,
but it was too late. Time had run outy -1',.
~otwithstanding our resolve~o- :void the tragic
events of yesterday of having to use force and not reason
to restore a building to the control of the University,
which had been occupied by those who had been asked to
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relinquish that control reasonably and repeatedly.
In behalf of the Regents I want to say that we
certainly deplore the actions that were found necessary.
We deplore that it was found necessary by those who
had charge of effecting this order to use the National
Guard.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Who were those?

A FACULTY MEMBER

Do you know who effected it?

ORTEGA I do not know at this moment, although I
understand this, that it was the chief of the state
police who made the decision after asking the Governor.
I only know what I read in the press about that.
A FACULTY MEMBER The Board of Regents did not
make any request for the National Guard?
ORTEGA No, and I want to make that clear, we
did not.
The order of the court was the request that
we made, that the order be effected by the campus security
forces, by the state police, and by the city police.
That was our request.
I will say that I did not know
that the National Guard was coming onto the campus in
order to participate in this procedure of making this
order effective until minutes before it happened and I
don't believe that any of the other Regents, nor President
Heady, did either.
Perhaps I have spoken too long, but I can't
repeat enough the sincerity and concern that the Regents
had in trying to do this with the minimum of confrontation and violence and the concern we had for getting this
building restored to the University because we felt that
so long as this intolerable situation existed we would not
be able to accomplish or resolve to reopen this University
and to grant the right to the great number of students
who· want to have the right fulfilled of being given
their education where they have chosen to come. We felt
that we had to consider the rights of all students in
this matter.
Let me say that if we had acted otherwise our
statement of rights and responsibilities would have been
sheer hypocrisy because in that statement which did
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declare as a matter of policy that we -- that no student
has a right to interfere with others in the pursuit of an
education. We felt that if this condition persisted and
we could not reopen the University on Monday, the rights
of students to an education would have been violated.
I am open to questions.
HEADY What I would suggest is that I would like
to make a very brief statement.
I will be very brief
and it will supplement some of the statements -- I'll
make a very brief statement which will supplement in part
what Regent Ortega has said and then I will recognize
anybody who wants to be recognized for the purpose of
making any motions or asking any questions.

Statement by
President Heady
re Temporary
Closing of University and
Plans for Reopening

The main point that I want to make is that during
the last week of crisis my main purpose has been, if at
all possible, to continue normal operations of the University of New Mexico. Last Wednesday I reached a conclusion,
a very reluctant conclusion, that the circumstances that
developed that afternoon seemed to make it impossible
to continue with normal operations without jeopardizing
the safety of large numbers of people. As a result I
made an announcement that we would not try to keep the
normal operations going until Monday the eleventh.
I issued at that time, in a live broadcast over
KUNM, which was repeated several times subsequently,
these requests: that students who live on campus should
go to their residence halls, that those that live off
campus should leave the campus; that members of the staff
should stay in their offices until closing time or until
they got further orders and that all people from off
campus who were not students or Faculty or staff should
leave the campus area immediately.
Now it is a very important consideration to me
that no one went to the Michigan -- to the New Mexico
Union in conformity to this request.
The actions and the decisions that have been made
subsequent to that decision have all been aimed primarily
at a resumption of normal operations at the University
this coming Monday.
Interim authorizations have been
made and decisions have been made about what activities
could go on and could not go on.
For example, we have
authorized certain meetings during this interval. We have
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had the main business and departmental offices staffed.
We have authorized certain varsity athletic events to go
on. We have canceled some ·important activiti.es at Popejoy
Hall and elsewhere. We are at t h is point considering, and
in fact have authorized, some additional steps lookin g
toward resumption of operations. The basic one that h as
been determined and announced is that Zimmerman Library
will be functioning again at 1:00 p.m. tomorrow, Sunday.
We hope that the Union will be back in operation, normal
operation before Monday. We are now pressing toward a
resumption of full operations Monday morning.
Now I will recognize anyone who would like to be
recognized. Professor Koenig.
PROFESSOR KOENIG
a resolution -A FACULTY MEMBER

Thank you.

I am going to make

Identify yourself.

KOENIG I am Carl Koenig and I am making a motion
on behalf of the Policy Committee.
PROFESSOR HOYT Point of order, Mr. Chairman.
Before that i t seems to me that in view of the fact t h at
your conduct as President of the University in the last
few days will be a subject of discussion, and probably
some criticism here, it would be appropriate if some
other member of the Faculty acted as Chairman and I
would suggest Dean Wollman.
HEADY I might say that I considered this matter,
that I consulted with the Academic Vice President anff
with Dean Wollman last evening.
I asked t h e Faculty
Policy Committee to consider this question. I will cal l
on Professor Cottrell for any comment he might want to
make.
1

COTTRELL The Faculty Policy Corrnnittee discussed
this and felt that unless the President desired to enter
into discussion or debate, at which time he steps from the
Chair and relinquishes it to the next ranking officer of
the Faculty, that he should be the presiding officer.
HEADY I must say that I am quite willing to make
this change if members of the Faculty think it would be
preferable.

Motions by
Policy Committee
a nd Others re
Use of National
Guard , Actions
of Students , etc
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A FACULTY MEMBER

Let's hear the resolution first.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Let's hear the motion.

HEADY

Professor Koenig.

KOENIG Resolved:
the Faculty of the University
of New Mexico expresses its strongest disapproval of the
state government's employment of force and violence on
Friday evening, May 8th. To call out the National Guard
in light of recent experiences on other campuses was
irresponsible at best. At worst it was a deliberately
provocative action.
We commend the great majority of protesting students who reacted to excessive force by the National Guard
with moderation and responsibility. We deeply regret that
circumstances have created a crisis on our campus and we
will work sincerely toward the early reestablishment of
educational order and process at the University of New
Mexico.
I move adoption.
(There were several seconds to the motion.)
HEADY The motion has been made and seconded.
Is there discussion on the motion?
PROFESSOR RIED
HEADY

Mr. President.

Professor Ried.

RIED I am Doctor Ried of speech.
to ask Mr. Koenig -- is that his name?
HEADY
RIED
circumstances?

I would like

Koenig.
what he would have done under the same

KOENIG I believe I would have done what the
Regents had intended to do, which was to ask for the
state police, the city police, and the campus police to
try to handle the situation.
In other words, it would
be essentially affirming what we believe the administration and the Regents had intended.
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HEADY I have been requested by the secretary,
if you would read the motion again so that we get the
language a little more clearly, unless you have copies.
KOENIG Well, I would like to hold on to it.
Maybe if no one else wants to hear it
HEADY I didn't realize that you had it all
written out. Unless you want to have it reread again,
we will make -- we know that the secretary can get the
exact wording. Yes, sir. Would you identify yourself?
PROFESSOR BRADSHAW
engineering.

Professor Bradshaw, electrical

I agree with Professor Koenig's motion.
I would
like to amend it.
Likewise, we equally deplore the
illegal activit~es of a minority of our students which
necessitated presence of the National Guard on our campus.
(Applause and booing.)
A FACULTY MEMBER

Second.

HEADY Let's have order, please. This has been
made as an amendment to the motion. The amendment is now
before us for debate.
HOYT
HEADY

Has the amendment been seconded?
Yes.

(Several Faculty members were seconding.)
HEADY I will call upon Mr. Cottrell, who had
the floor next.
COTTRELL Well, I speak against the amendment
with my full five minutes. -~~Qf the disadvantages of
the rule that we passed tod~y"-'Wpihies to me, tool
~

The National Guard was not necessary yesterday.
It was not requested by the Regents.
The administration
was unaware of it. The Governor had alerted it and gone
fishing and was unable to be reached. The chief of
police overreacted. He had them deployed somewhere
nearby. That would have been reasonable. It might have
been inhibiting. It might have had a very killing
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effect, but it would have been reasonable to keep them
deployed.
Re moved in with the state police and the city
police and everything was going peacefully.
The students
who were remaining in the Union were walking out one by
one with the police.
The students outside were under the
full control of the student marshals and all of a sudden
here comes two hundred National Guardsmen and the same
kind of reaction occurred here as has occurred elsewhere
in the country.
I think the Policy Committee speaks well enough
of the fact that the National Guard was not needed yesterday and it was irresponsible to call it and that there
was no reason to place those who did call it by saying
that actions on this campus necessitated because there
was nothing at the Union yesterday that could have
necessitated the National Guard.
It could have been
handled by the state police, the city police, and the
campus security police as was requested by the Regents
in their order.
I would like to go on record as opposing very
strongly the amendment.
(Applause.)
PROFESSOR GARCIA-BUNUEL
HEADY

I want to speak

Would you identify yourself?

GARCIA-BUNUEL .. Leonardo Garcia-Bunuel.
I am with
the Department of Psychiatry of the School of Medicine.
I think it may help in deciding on this motion
if I were to relate to you very briefly certain events
of which I was a witness to.
I was the only physician on duty on the campus
when the National Guard marched in.
There were three
medical students who volunteered their services and
there were a few medics, ex-medics -- they had been in
Viet Nam -- and some more people that tried to help.
The first casualty -- I will relate two things that I
think are relevant.
The first casualty we sent our stretchers not to
interrupt this case but there was something to move fast
and take care of the casualties.
The National Guard were
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advancing on the east side with the bayonets in front of
them, jabbing in the air, stabbing in the air in front of
them, and by the time they had reached the eastern entrance
the students, who were marching back, peaceful and so on
and moving back, one of them was rudely stabbed in the
right arm and started bleeding badly. He walked back,
stag gered, and fell.
I rushed and then I identified with
red crosses on our arms and the police and the stretchers
and the National Guard stabbed at us with bayonets and
barely missed me and the medical students was with me.
So
we had to abandon the stretcher and run and on running
dragging and the blood is there, run about fifty, fifty
five yards down the northeastern corner to put him on a
stretcher and take him out and he was in shock when he was
taken to the Zimmerman Library emergency station.
That was one thing I wanted to say.
The next thing, we had a -- made a tactical error.
We had no place.
The emergency station was in the Student
Union Building. We were running out of water because in
the Zimmerman Library we had only the hall available. The
water hose connections in the western side of the dormitories were blocked by the National Guard. The only water
available nearby was in this building.
There were wounded
people who needed water. We run out of it. We needed it
for the thirsty ones that had been bleeding badly as well
as to wash t he wounds and to wash our hands and to wash
up.
We went back and identified ourselves, the medical
students and mysPlf, to the National Guard who put the
bayonets in our chest and we are running out of supplies
and our only emergency station is here in this building
and we need those supplies badly and we were told, "we
have orders not to let anyone in."
I think I have said enough, but I don't think -I don't want to say any more thing about the way in which
these people tried to slaughter the students is the least
that I can say and at no time I saw a sign of anyone
trying to make any effort to resist. These were all
moving back, but apparently not fast enough.
(Applause.)
HEADY

Professor Hoyt.
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HOYT I think another reason why the National
Guard were -A FACULTY MEMBER

Would the speaker identify

himself?
HOYT Professor Hoyt, Department of Poli t ical
Science. I think another reason why the National Guard
was not needed, and their conduct was absolutely inexcusable, is the type of student activity that was going on
on campus yesterday and I was a witness to a good deal
of it. I marched downtown to Robinson Park with them
and back again.
I think many of -- a few Faculty members
were there, very few of you were, and I know the Regents
were really out of touch, communication with what was
going on among the students yesterday. So I would like
to relate it very briefly because neither the television
coverage nor the newspaper gave anywhere near a full or
accurate account.
From the pictures on television you couldn't tell
who was assaulting whom.
What happened was that the students at the Union
yesterday morning were very orderly and quiet. They were
debating what to do when word came that an order was
being signed and that the police were coming up to issue
it. The student marshals decided to leave the Union and
to march downtown in a peaceful demonstration to end the
war. They -- most of them marched out of the building.
Of course , what we have in a situation like this is we
have a very few students on the one hand who want to
precipitate a confrontation, but I would like to emphasize
that those were very few. Most of the student marshals
were also organizers of the strike.
The last thing they
wanted was violence or confrontation also because there
were, of course , a few students on the other side who
want to precipitate a confrontation. But the students
marched out of the Union , one or two hundred of them,
and marched out and down Central with signs and placards
and making the peace sign. They were singing quietly.
All wer e saying "give peace a chance". They repeated it
over and over again. Sometimes they alternated that by
saying "no more war" .
~hey were passing out leaflets and asking people
on the sidewalk in a very friendly way to join the march.
Morale w&s good . They walked quietly down Central until

Peace March and
Confrontation at
Albuquerque High
School
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they approached Broadway. I think -- I didn't look at
the street signs, but I think it was a little before we
got to Broadway we saw a much larger crowd ahead of us
blocking the road and the first response was, "look, the
students from Albuquerque High School are coming to join
our march."
I want to emphasize that the student marshals
were magnificent throughout this thing. They asked the
marchers to sit down and we all sat down in the street
while t he leaders of the march went ahead to negotiate
with the people who were there from the students from
Albuquerque High School. It soon turned out that they
were out to attack our group. The reports which we heard,
which I do not -- this is hearsay -- I do not know whether
it is true or not but was that teacher at Albuquerque High
School had told the students that we were coming to take
their campus or something of that kind and it urged them
to go out. This was reported by many people.
In fact, a lady come down with her son. She had
several sons, I think, at Albuquerque High, and spoke at
Robinson Park and she said her son as with her and she
said she wanted to apologize publicly for the conduct of
Albuquerque High School students.
r t a ny rate, when it was evident that there was
lik ely to be a fight, .the students who were organizing
the march turned down a side street to march south to
Coal. We had the police on our side all the way through
the relations between our group and the police were very
good and we really owe the police a vote of confidence
somewhere in this proceeding.
As we turned to march south the students - - the
high school students broke ranks and came to attack our
group. The marshals of our group stood there with folded
arms and blocked the way in kind of a rear guard action
while our group marched south. Then the Albuquerque High
School students, you could see them at every intersection
racing to get ahead of us on either side. We stopped
from time to time . The police went ahead. As we crossed
the railroad tracks we had to cross some -HEADY Professor Hoyt, pardon me, Professor Hoyt.
I will have to remind you that we did adopt the rule of
not more than five minutes and five minutes has expired.
HOYT

May I have another minute or two?

5/9/70, p. 17

( There were shouts of
HEADY

II

no 11 )

No, not unless there is an exception to the

rule.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Professor Ortega was the first

A FACULTY MEMBER

Point of order.

man --

PROFESSOR JONES Is it possible to substitute the
context of a substitute motion in place of the original
motion?
HEADY Yes, if it is on the same subject as the
original motion and I -- we may have a problem of trying
to decide about that.
JONES Simpler version of the original motion
speaks to the discussion we have just had, summarizes
comments made about yesterday's events.
HEADY At this point, Professor Hoyt, your time
has expired. You may have a chance to be recognized again
later.
PROFESSOR DOXTATOR
HEADY

Mr. Chairman --

Mr. Jones has asked for the floor.

PROFESSOR NAPOLITANO

Mr. Chairman

HEADY Mr. Jones, before I recognize you, I had
told Doctor Napolitano I would recognize him next. I
would like to recognize him if he wants to be at this
time and then I will recognize you.
NAPOLITANO
question.

I would like to move the previous

HEADY I did not know that was your motion or -is there a second?
(There were several seconds.)
HEADY Now this is on the amendment -- yes.
is on the amendment. Now let me - PROFESSOR HUBER

No.

This
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HEADY

We were discussing the amendment --

HUBER Point of order, Mr . President. He mov ed
the previous question. That's to shut off d ebate o n t h e
motion as amended.
A FACULTY MEMBER

No.

No.

HEADY

On the amendment.

HUBER

That s h uts off deb ate.

HEADY On the a mendment. Let me exp lain t h is
motion. Many of you are familiar with it, some of y o u
are not.
The motion on the previous question , if seconded
and passed by two-thirds vote, immedi a t ely sto ps deb ate
on the motion before t h e House, which . i n t h is case is t he
amendment to the main motion.
We will now vote on t h e previous question. Those
i n favor please say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is
carried.
PROFESSOR KOSCHMANN Point of personal privileg e.
Point of personal privilege.
HEADY At this point we will vote on the amendment.
That is, what that motion just to l d us to do.
I t h ink
your point can wait and I will take it up immediately
after that.
KOSCHMANN

Would you read the amendment?

HEADY The amendment -- I will ask Mr. Brads h a w,
who made this amendment, to read the exact language. This
is additional language to come at the end of the motion
that was made by Professor Koenig.
BRADSHAW I sai d that I agreed t h at the original
intent of Professor Koenig's motion, but , lik ewise,
equally deplore -HEADY

This would be t he new language?

BRADSHAW
HEADY

Li k ewi se

This is a dded on to the bottom.

All right.
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BRADSHAW
HEADY

Likewise, we equally deplore

Read it as loud as you can.

A FACULTY MEMBER
again, please?

Would you identify yourself

BRADSHAW Professor Bradshaw, electrical engineering: "likewise, we equally deplore the illegal activities of a minority of our students which necessitated the
presence of the National Guard on our campus."
(There was hissing by some Faculty members. )
HEADY Now that is the amendment. We will now
vote on the amendment. We will now vote on whether to
adopt the amendment.
PROFESSOR MERKX Point of order. The amendment
is countered in the sense of the amendment, is it not?
HEADY I do not regard it as counter.
I think
it is additional comment on the situation with the main
motion having other comments. We will now vote on the
amendment. Those in favor of adopting the amendment
please say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is lost.
Professor Koschmann.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Point of order.

No.

No.

Jones

was -HEADY This is a point of personal privilege, I
believe. If it's legitimate -KOSCHMANN This is related to the last motion that
was passed. I would request that the records show that the
debate was cut off before any significant debate was
allowed in favor of the motion. A vast majority of time
allowed was against and I would ask that the records so
show.
HEADY I don't think it's a point of personal
privilege, but you have had the opportunity to make the
comment. Professor Jones.
JONES

Jones, English Department.

I would emphasize
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again this is a substitute for the original motion, one
which speaks to the same problem but also incorporates
the feelings supported by the t wo speakers who talked
about yesterday's activities pertaining to this student
behavior. We, the collective Faculty of t h e University of
New Mexico, condemn the unnecessary calling the National
Guard to the campus and the unnecessary and irresponsible
violence by the National Guard at times when the student
protest activities on campus were non-violent. /
(There were several seconds.)
A FACULTY MEMBER
the door.
HEADY

Pictures are being taken at

If there are pictures --

COTTRELL

Point of personal privilege.

HEADY We have another point of personal privilege.
Professor Cottrell.
COTTRELL I don't think t h e Policy Committee can
really accept that.
I mean, it is up to the parliamentarian or voters to accept that as a substitute motion.
Ours did say more than the one that Mr. Jones read.
It
is just part of our amendment and we would like to stick
with part of our motion -- our motion, and we would like
to stick with our motion.
I don't think that's really a
substitute.
MERKX

Point of order.

HEADY I will rule and the Body can overrule me
if it wishes, that this is not an appropriate substitute
motion for the motion that is on the floor.
MERKX

Point of order, Mr. President.

HEADY

Professor Merkx.

MERKX I think Professor Cottrell is out of order
because a substitute motion need not have the same sense
as the original motion and it can, in fact, be different
expressions.
COTTRELL It has to address the same points and
we addressed more points than that. Please read the
motion.
It's been so long I have quite forgotten it.
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HEADY You want the proposed substitute reread or
the original motion?
PROFESSOR DICKEY
HEADY

The original motion.

We will have it read again, Professor Koenig.

KOENIG Resolved, the Faculty of the University
of New Mexico expresses its strongest disapproval of the
state government's employment of force and violence on
Friday, May 8th, to call out the National Guard in light
of recent experience on other campuses was irresponsible
at least and at worst -- irresponsible at best; at worst
it was a deliberately provocative action. We commend
the great majority of protesting students who reacted to
the excess force of the National Guard with moderation and
responsibility. We deeply regret that circumstances have
created a crisis on our campus and we will work sincerely
towards the early reestablishment of educational order
and process at the University of New Mexico.
HEADY
Yes, sir.

Is there further debate on the motion?

PROFESSOR STUART My name is Stuart and I am in
anthropology.
It seems at the most there is some confusion and at least in my mind, and I think a number of
you, with respect to how much force was necessary.
First
of all, I think that we have pretty well got the idea
that the use of the National Guard was unnecessary and
more importantly we have just heard from President Ortega
this morning that it had been the considered opinion of
the Board of Regents that in light of the fact of the
non-violence of the students~ the Student Union, in
light of the fact of the commendable action by various
members, even, believe it or not, some of us Faculty, that
in point of fact they did agree to allow the sort of
status quo in the Student Union until Monday.
In other
words, no use of force was considered necessary after
which point, of course, Presi~rt~ga said they were
caught unaware because a f e w ~ before, before maybe
they could get back to Judge Larrazolo or someone else it
was out of their hands.
So I think it must be clear now
that not only is the use of the National Guard force
rather reprehensible, but equally unnecessary, the use of
other kinds of force.
HEADY

Professor Howarth.
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PROFESSOR HOWARTH I am John Howarth, professor of
physics.
I wish to speak in support of this motion but I
would like to disassociate myself from the interpretation
which Professor Koenig placed on it.
I think that I can
support this while not entirely agreeing that the mechanism suggested by the Board of Regents for resolving this
diff.i.c·..Ll ty was necessarily the best one.
I believe, in
fact, that it was not.
I believe, in fact, that there
were a number of opportunities during yesterday where the
President and the Board of Regents · had opportunities to
resolve this difficulty between the students which would
have made unnecessary the use of force even by the state
police, campus police, and the city police.
HEADY

Professor Riley.

PROFESSOR RILEY I am Riley, architecture. May I
ask how many Faculty members in this group were at all in
the Union -- in the Union Friday afternoon, or were on
the mall when the action occurred? Seems to me there's
an awful lot of talk about whether or not force was
necessary from people who, in fact, weren't there.
(Applause.)
It was a hell of a lot more of these Faculty
that would go and see for themselves what was happening
excuse me -- before it was so free to decide whether or
not the National Guard should have been called in.
I
agree with Professor Howarth that I don't think all the
actions of Regents were necessary.
I am prepared to vote
for the Policy Committee motion, but I wonder -- I would
like to ask Mr. Koenig would he be willing to strike from
this phrase the "great majority"? I saw no evidence of
any student doing anything resisting anything that
happened there.
(Applause.)
KOENIG

I would accept that.

HEADY The maker and, I am assuming the seconder
of the motion, has accepted that suggestion. Let's hear
it as it was with that part reread without that language,
or as it now stands.
KOENIG
HEADY

Read the same paragraph?
The parliamentarian has something to say.

PROFESSOR EUBANK I think you are operating under
the rules of parliamentary procedure, are you not?
HEADY

We are trying to.
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EUBANK Once a motion has been given, only the
ass embly can dispose of any part of that motion. Neither
the maker of the motion or the seconder has any control
over it.
HEADY

I believe you have reminded us of that

before.
A FACULTY MEMBER
HEADY

Point of order.

Mr. Riley, if you wish to make a motion --

PROFESSOR VAN GRABER
HEADY

Professor Van Graber.

VAN GRABER
HEADY
the motion.

It's very simple, Mr. President --

It isn't simple enough for him to make

VAN GRABER
RILEY

Point of order, Mr. Chairman.

This is a lot simpler, sir.

I will yield to you.

VAN GRABER My point is simply this, and I would
like to identify myself. My name is Van Graber.
If unless
a member of this Body objects to the seconder and the
proposer of the motion from removing it, there is a
legitimate course of action to be taken so long as there
is no objection.
If there is objection then we have to
take a motion.
HEADY

Is there objection?

A FACULTY MEMBER
HEADY

I object.

Is there someone objecting?

Mr. Riley.

RILEY I move that the words "would it be great
majority" -- the "great majority of" be stricken from the
motion on the floor.
(There were several seconds.)
HEADY
KOENIG

Would you now read it, Professor Koenig?
I will read that one sentence.

"We commend
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the students who reacted to excessive force by the National
Guard with moderation and responsibility."
HEADY

Is there debate on the amendment?

(Several members were calling for the question.)
HEADY If there is no further debate, those in
favor of the amendment please say "aye"; opposed "no".
The motion is carried. The amendment is adopted.
Professor Koschmann.
KOSCHMANN I am~Koschmann, electrical engineering.
The comment was made earlier that those of us
that were not out with the crowd or "mob" that had been
asked not to assemble on the mall ought not to have a
right to vote.
(There was a general yelling of "no".)
That's what he said. That the ones that were
there are the ones that should be making the decisions.
I would like to -- (there was a yelling of "no".)
I would like to ask whether or not when the
amendment commends those students that were in this mob
action that was in violation of a court order, as I understand the tenor of this motion, it says that we object
strenuously to those that had been asked by the Regents
to enforce the law. We don't like the way they did it
and I agree with that.
I think it was extremely excessive.
But the whole tenor of this motion, as it appears now and
would be reported, is essentially to say that the Faculty
has almost no objection at all to the students who in
this instance were violating the law and who earlier in
the week that the collection of students had resulted in
violent action.
I feel that unless this motion includes
a strong condemnation of those students and those Faculty
who support students in violating the academic rights of
nrhers, that it is an extremely hypocritical and misleading
statement from this Faculty (applause.)
HEADY I will recognize you and then Professor
Drummond and then Professor Wolf.
PROFESSOR SOLOMON I am Sid Solomon, attending the
meeting, who happens to work in physiology. The last
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statement I think clearly states the assumptions that are
being made about who caused what violence last week, wh ich
indicates that more heat than light is going to be shed on
this debate.
I think it's clear at this point that people
are here with their minds made up, debate is senseless,
and I move the question.
(There were several seconds.)
HEADY The previous question has been moved.
If
this is adopted by two-thirds vote we will then proceed
to the vote on the main motion, as it now stands.
We have a point of order.
A FACULTY MEMBER

I request a standing vote.

HEADY We will try a voice vote and then if it
does not work we will try a standing vote and I will
admit the difficulties of that. Those in favor of the
previous question please say "aye"; opposed "no". I
wi ll rule that was a two-thirds vote. We will now vote
on the motion made by Professor Koenig to wh ich we have
rejected one amendment and adopted one amendment, if my
memory is correct. Now we will read it once more,
Professor Koenig. We will vote after it is read, however.
DURRIE I'll give Mr. Koenig a rest.
The Faculty of the University of New Mexico expresses
its strongest disapproval of the state government's
employment of force and violence on Friday evening, May
8th. To call out the National Guard in light of recent
experiences on other campuses was irresponsible at best.
At worst it was a deliberately provocative action. We
commend the protesting students who reacted to excessive
force by the National Guard with moderation and responsibility. We deeply regret that circumstances have
created a crisis on our campus and we will work sincerely
toward the early reestablishment of educational order and
process at the University of New Mexico.
HEADY We will now vote on the motion. Those in
favor please say "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is
carried. (Applause.)
Professor Merkx.
PROFESSOR DRUMMOND

r. Chairman, I think I was
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recognized before Mr. Merkx.

It was true it was in --

HEADY That is correct.
I will recognize people
in the order that I did have them, even though we have
adopted that motion.
Professor Drummond, then Professor
Wolf, and then Professor Merkx.
DRUMMOND We have now commented about the action
of yesterday and the day before.
That is as a Faculty.
I wholeheartedly support the action we have taken because
I was one of those who spent all day on my feet yesterday
in the Union and between the Union and the President's
house, and between the Union and the President's office,
and between the Union and my office to call Mr. Ortega
on the phone and so on.
I saw nothing in the Union which really would
have said to me, "This building is in danger of being
destroyed."
I saw nothing in the Union, which was in
any sense violent, with the exception perhaps of some
some of the more enthusiastic students occasionally
calling speakers "pigs" or something of that sort.
But
I got used to that.
It seems to me that as a Faculty we have a
responsibility to turn our attention not the past but to
the future, and I would like to place before this Body a
motion that we call upon the following established committees of this Faculty to meet with selected representatives of the Associated Students of U.N. M., and the
Graduate Student Union, preferably tomorrow, and as much
of tomorrow as is necessary, to do the planning that
needs to be done to reopen this University on Monday
that meets the whole gamut of concern of students who
wish to continue the current program and of students who
wish to have a differ~kind of program, of the Faculty
who wish to continue the current program and a Faculty
who wish to have a differing kind of program.

Motion Calling
for Meeting of
Students and Faculty-Administration Committee
Members to meet
and Plan fo r Reopening of
University

We have established committees of this Faculty
with particular responsibilities in the areas that we
are talking about today and it is members of the following
C01Illtlittees that I would urge us to authorize to think
with the students, to discuss with the students, to
propose, and to plan for Monday.
The members of the following committees: The Policy Committee, the Govern~~ ~
Committee, the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee, the
Student Standards committee, the committee on Enhancement
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of Educational Process, and -- and by the way I would like
to comment there that that's really what we ought to be
about right now -- the Curriculum Committee, the Graduate
Committee, the Administrative Committee, the Student Affairs
Committee, and the Committee on the University. This will
provide a group of about, I haven't really counted but I
would estimate seventy or eighty Faculty members in the
main elected by this Body to think in these areas of student affairs and curriculum and governance and freedom
and so on. Also then representatives of the Associated
Students Union and the Graduate Student Union.
Now I am fuzzy in terms of how many of the students
I would say -- I would say an equal number of students.
However many, I have not counted it up, b ut I am proposing and moving that these committee members and an equal
number of students, this Faculty authorize them to meet
tomorrow, as much of tomorrow as is needed, to plan for
the reopening of the University of New Mexico peacefully
and fruitfully.
PROFESSOR WALKER

Second.

(Applause.)
HEADY You have heard this motion and it has been
seconded. Professor Drununond, do you think the text of
the motion -- do you have the text of the motion?
DRUMMOND

No.

HEADY You are thinking of - - may I ask a point
or two for some clarification?
DRUMMOND

Yes.

HEADY You are asking all members, or as many
members as are available of these committees, and there
is some overlap, I think -DRUMMOND That is true, and it's very difficult
for one person to be there twice.
HEADY And an equal number of students. I just
wondered if you had taken this into account in your
estimate of numbers or -DRUMMOND

Yeah, I would guess there's seventy
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perhaps altogether. Yes, I do want them to meet as a
total group.
I am not suggesting separate meetings.
I
think this would be a body of somewhere about a hundred
and fifty rathe r th a n a body of five hundred and it would
include an adequate representative 0£ the student group
and student thinking, I would hope, and we have to turn
that over to the students to make recommendation.
HEADY I would like to ask one other question
about your intent, and that is whatever is proposed -whatever proposals might come out of this group would be
for activities that are in addition to the regular programmed program of instruction of the University?
DRUMMOND
HEADY

That's quite possible.

At this time?

DRUMMOND That's quite possible. There might be
some other kind of thinking which I haven't thought of
yet.
A FACULTY MEMBER
HEADY

All right.

Point of order.
Let's put this up for debate,

then.
PROFESSOR TAILBY I am one of those that will have
to spend Sunday involved with this thing and I would like
to know what the purpose of this is? To open the
Unive rsity for Monday? Don't we have to go to class, students come, we come -HEADY
TAILBY
HEADY

We need your identity for the record, please .

~

J'Ulu1 Tailby, Economics Department.

Professor Drummond.

DRUMMOND May I respond to that? I think enough
of us that were here all day yesterday working , that is
working with the students -- I know many of you were here
working , but working in your offices as I suppose some of
you think I should have been -- I think any of us who were
working yesterday on this problem feel that it will be
impossible Monday morning to open this University normally
unless we have clearly helped students see some other
alternatives.
(Applause.)
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HEADY Professor Wolf, I had your name earlier and
I have Professor Merkx.
I should ask, do you want t h e
floor?
WOLF
would pass.

For the first time in my seven years h ere I

HEADY

Professor Merkx, do you want the floor now?

MERKX

Yes, I would like the floor.

HEADY

Professor Merkx.

MERKX I would first of all like to make one
coJUment about this debate, and this in disagreeing with
Professor Solomon ·and agreeing with Professor Koschmann.
I think many here have not made up their minds on every
issue and I think it's extremely important that all of us
get to speak on every question, both Professor Koschmann
who will probably disagree with me, and myself, and that
I would hope that unless debate really is interminable
that we will allow free and open discussion of every single
question that comes before the Body.
Now in speaking in terms of this motion I think
it would be another one of the great miscalculations,
another example of the lack of communication which has
taken us from a peaceful moratorium to university strife
to the use of the National Guard and bayonetting, if we
underestimate and we don't pay attention to the nature of
student sentiment ·. We can't simply say "business as usual
Monday morning" and have business as usual Monday morning
any more than we could say business as usual on Wednesday,
business as usual Thursday, or business as usual Friday.
We have to deal with the social realities of these questions. There are many students that are upset. They are
outraged. They have to be talked to.
They have to be made
to feel that we care about some of the same issues that
they care about and they have the feel that they are not
simply being ordered around this campus. I think it's
quite possible that this University can get back to
decent normal functioning if we are willing to discuss
things with students, if we are willing to be flexible,
but if we simply say "business as usual Monday morning",
this campus is in for a great deal more trouble.
HEADY

Professor Cottrell.

COTTRELL

I'm wondering if the acting executive
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officer of the A.S.U. N. M. or the president of the Graduate
Students Association, if they are here, if we could not
invite them to share with us their thoughts on Professor
Drununond's motion.
HEADY Our rules intend participation and debate
by student representatives upon recognition, although they
cannot vote and I would be glad to recognize either -COTTRELL I think Frank Lihn is here and I don't
know who's here -- who's here on behalf of the graduate
students but -HEADY Frank Lihn. Mr. Lihn, the motion before us
is the one that Professor Drummond made, which I hope you
heard.
MR. FRANK LIHN Yes.
I think that the motion by
Professor Drununond is very .acceptable to the student body
at large.
However, I think we also need some time on
Monday or -- well, probably on Monday to get a meeting
of the general student body at large together so that they
can discuss what they want.
The administration, the Regents, and you now have
all had an opportunity to decide what you want, basically,
and I think we need some time for the studen t body to
decide what they want when they all gather back here.
So
I would like to speak in favor of Professor Drummond's
motion, but also like to have you at least at this time
consider the possibility of another motion to allowing
the students to use Johnson Gym or some other equal facility so we can have a meeting to decide upon our course of
action after these conunittees do meet.
(Applause.)
HEADY If I may, I ·would like to make this comment.
I said earlier that the administration and the Regents are
committed to work toward normal resumption of operations
on Monday.
Now the Regents have already so indicated
there are meetings this afternoon. My feeling about this
is that the best way that we can see whether we can resume
normal operations is to try on Monday, and that the key
to whether that will be successful or not, in terms of
the program of instruction of the University, is whether
or not the staff members and Faculty of this University
carry on their assigned contractual duties.
It may be
that students will decline to participate in considerable
numbers as some did last Wednesday.
It may also be that
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it would be very corrunendable to have the kind of meeting
that Professor Drurrunond has suggested to have the University-wide combination and at an early opportunity, but I
suggest that that can be done along with a resumption of
normal assigned activities on Monday and I would urge you
to work toward that.
HOWARTH
HEADY

I believe you recognized
I did, Professor Howarth.

HOWARTH I am certainly in sympathy with Professor
Drummond's suggestion.
I think a meeting of this kind
will be exceptionally valuable.
I am somewhat concerned,
especially in view of the statement that you have, Mr.
President, just made, that we need some statement from
this Faculty before such a group can convene tomorrow.
I
believe that if we -- if an attempt is made, if an edict
goes out from the President or from the Board of Regents
that classes will resume normally on Monday, we are heading for another disaster.
(There were shouts of "no" and "yes".)
Accordingly, I propose the following substitute
motion:
as soon as the National Guard and state and
city police have been removed from the campus, classes
may be held at the discretion of every individual instructor. However, until further decision by the Faculty, students shall not be penalized in any way for whatever
decision they may make about attending classes or taking
examinations.
If I get a second I will speak to this motion.
(The motion .was seconded.)
I think it's very important that every member
of this corrununity has an opportunity to express himself
and that the corrununity, as a whole, resolves a way out of
the difficulty that we are presently in. I think there is
no one in this room who would not like to see classes
resumed and the educational process continue.
I think
there are many people who are unhappy about resuming
classes and conducting classes if there are even state
police in the Union, and I don't know whether they will
be there on Monday.
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HEADY As a matter of fact, there are no state
police in the Union at this time and unless the situation
has changed in the last couple of hours, there are two
campus security policemen stationed there beginning this
morning.
HOWARTH I am very glad to hear that.
However,
I feel that I have been saying this over the last two
or three days and I am unwilling to commit myself for more
than fi£teen minutes into the future.
I don't know what's going to happen tomorrow any
more than the rest of us know.
I don't know what students
want to do, and the purpose of this resolution is to
allow students -- I don't foresee this going on for more
than a few days, hopefully, and I would hope that the
Faculty would take a decision, and this is taken care of
in the wording of my resolution, that before very long
that the Faculty would be able to recommend completely
normal resumption of classes .. I think on Monday there has
to be time for students and Faculty and all kinds of
people to discuss the things they want to do. One of the
terrible things that has happened over this last week is
what started as a student protest against the war in
Indo-China and has become diverted on a struggle between
students and the administration of this University. The
students original quarrel was with President Nixon, not
with President Heady, and I am afraid that we -(Applause) -- that we need to give them time to get back
to this.
(Applause)
I believe that every person should act in such a
way as to give them as much situation as possible.
I
believe over the last several days I have spent a ·good
deal of time in the Union and talking with other members
of the Faculty and the students, that by and large the
various -- I believe that (reporter was unable to hear
the final remarks of Professor Howarth because of the
noise and talking in the meeting room.)
HEADY The motion has been moved and seconded.
I take it, Professor Howarth, that if your motion is
adopted, or if it is turned down, it is an expression of
the desire of the Faculty about what ought to happen on
Monday because I would like to say that I do not think
it is within the discretion of the Faculty to say whether
or not its obligations as standing as of a given time can
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be abruptly ch~ged1 even by a vote of this kind by the
Faculty.
I say that also agreeing that I am sure the
administration and the Regents will take very much into
consideration the expression of the Faculty on this matter.
I don't know the role that Professor Hoyt
suggested.
I feel that I am a little in that now because
I -- there are some things I want to say on this and the
only other thing I want to say, and I will try to avoid
commenting further, is that I am the recipient of many
communications from many kinds of people and they do not
always tell me to do the same thing, and that's why I' m
having trouble and I do think -- I must say at this point,
that among communications from students that are coming to
me now, and I mean yesterday and today, four out of five
clearly are from students who say that "We are ready and
we want to reswne our normal academic schedule and we
ought to have that right."
(Applause and yelling of "bravo")
Professor Howarth.
HOWARTH May I say, sir, that I will present this
motion as an expression of the opinion of the Faculty.
HEADY

Yes sir.

Mr. Walker.

WALKER I just wanted to say a minute ago when
you asked that there were students that wanted to speak,
a few students held up their hands and only one was
recognized to speak.
A FACULTY MEMBER

We can't hear you.

WALKER I was just suggesting that we listen to a
few more students who , a few minutes ago when they were
asked if any students wanted to speak1 held up their hands.
HEADY The request at the time was whether the
chief executive officers of the A.S.U.N.M. or G.S.A.
wanted to speak. Now before I recognize any student I
want the assurance that he is in the delegation and has
been authorized by the Vice President for Student Affairs.
VICE PRESIDENT LAVENDER
recognize?
HEADY

Whom do you wish to

Who wants to be recognized.

Mr. Bernstein.
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Mrs. Lazorik.

And Mr. Hogg.

LAVENDER
HEADY

Mr. Hogg.

LAVEN DER
HEADY

Who was the third one?

Those three are on the list.

Mr. Bernstein.

JOEL BERNSTEIN There are a lot of things that
have happened yesterday that, for some reason or other,
are being left out.
I think they ought to be clarified
so that everybody understands.
One is that the student body right now feels
terribly betrayed because, in fact, we were betrayed
yesterday.
Now at twelve -- approximately twelve fifteen
to twelve thirty Doctor Lavender set up a meeting with
Doctor Heady and me and two or three other graduate students, or as a matter of fact undergraduate and graduate
students.
We were over at Doctor Heady's house at one
o'clock. We negotiated the following:
One, that while we would try and talk and settle
the situation in the Union, the court order would be held
in abeyance; that is, it would not be served.
Two, that the students would vacate the Student
Union Building for two, three, four hours, whatever the
University requested, in order to clean it or whatever
they wanted to do there.
Three, that at the end of that time the students
would be permitted to go back.
They would be able to
control the Union and run it as they had been for the
duration of the strike with the concurrence of the Union
Board of Governors.
If that was approved by the Union
Board of Governors.
Then Doctor Heady would take that
authority and go to the Board of Regents and see if the
whole package could be approved of.
We went to the Union Board of Governors.
They
approved of it.
I, myself, carried it by hand and
carried the motion over to Doctor Heady.
That is the
last we ever heard of it.
In the interim of this time every student and,
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we waited for everybody to come back from the march, had
gathered in the Student Union. We had Faculty members
there and we had students there. We had graduate students
and undergraduate students. We were unanimous in complying
with that set of compromises. There was no dissent of and
measureable proportion. One or two students, but we had
said we would take them out.
It was approved by everybody
concerned.
The next thing I knew, I got a telephone call
from Charles Dumaris of the Legal Aid Society followed up
very quickly by a telephone call from Mike Mashina of the
Legal Aid Society, followed up by another call by John
Dunn of the Legal Aid Society, telling us we were going
to be busted, but not only busted, but President Heady
would not come to the Union to talk to us again. We
were told that the Board had not really met yesterday and
we were told also that the state police weren't going to
wait to talk to Doctor Heady and the state police talked
about how they were going to enjoy this "bust". That
came from the lawyers downtown.
At that time , we had to act and what happened was
those that said they wanted to stay and as a pymbolic
gestur8 be arrested, we were ready. Chief w/mberly,
Chief Vigil, whatever his name was, came in and they read
the court order to us and everybody got up and walked out.
As the group was walking out what happened was they
suddenly became encircled by National Guardsmen. Now
what happened, and it's not the student basis because I
heard a lot of stories where communications broke down,
but I think what should be clear now is there is essentially no leadership to what is going on and there is not
two or three students leading on a campaign of some kind
of irrational behavior. This is fractionalized on the
part of the student body.
There are all sorts of groups
that want a great spectrum of action to be taken, but the
one thing they are all going to demand, and I say that to
you not as a threat -- I say that because I think I can
express the sentiment to this degree -- the students are
going to demand to be heard. They want you to listen to
them. They think they have (applause) something to say.
Now whether or not the University continues, and I say
this in all honesty -- there is a great body of sentiment
that says the University will not continue the way it has
been going on until these not demands, but at least until
negotiations are met, and it cannot happen tomorrow because the student body cannot meet, at least until Monday,
and I am just begging you and I really mean that -- I am
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begging you. Listen to the students this time.
you, very much.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Thank

Mr. President

HEADY I must comment because I have been accused
of bad faith here.
A FACULTY MEMBER

- ~

We ha.:e someone else in the
A.

Chair.
HEADY

All right.

Where is Dean Wollman?

KOSCHMANN Point of order.
Is not the Vice
President the successor in the Chair?
HEADY He is the successor to the Chair.
I would
suggest that since Doctor Lavender as well as I might be
involved in discussions and questions here, or Doctor
Travelstead, that we do turn this over to Dean Wollman.
A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

Point of order.

Point of order.

Yes.

A FACULTY MEMBER Dean Wollman, I see an unauthorized visitor. Mr. Alan Cooper.

With
been
were
what

LAVENDER Mr. President, may I comment on that?
the doors open and no one keeping people out, it's
impossible to keep a large number of people who
not here originally from being here and I don't know
you can do about it.

WOLLMAN I suggest we ask them to leave and
insist that they leave. We have done that before on
every occasion when this question has come up.
A FACULTY MEMBER
A FACULTY MEMBER
and you know it.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Get the National Guard.
This is a very unfair statement

It's an accurate one and you

know it.
WOLLMAN Pardon me.
unauthorized people left?

Before we begin, have the
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A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN
please leave?

No.

Well, will those who are unauthorized

A FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
Is it possible
to put a microphone or speaker system outside so the students can hear? This has been done in many other universities and L would like to see it done here.
DURRIE

This is not an open meeting.

WOLLMAN The meeting is not an open meeting.
Professor McRae.
PROFESSOR McRAE

Professor McRae, Department of

Music.
HOYT Point of order.
let two other students speak?
WOLLMAN
HEADY
WOLLMAN

Was there an agreement to

Oh, I am sorry.
Mrs. Lazorik and Mr. Hogg and Mr. Lihn.
Mrs. Lazorik.

CAROL LAZORIK I am Carol Lazorik and a senior
in the College of Education, and I would like to say -I guess I have had the position in this business of a
liberal; that is to say, I have not been in the demonstration.
I have spent my nights at home in bed rather
than in the Dnion. But, at the same time I have been
in close contact with Eric Nelson and with students who
have been in the Union and I would like to say that I
think it would be highly unwise to see if we can open
classes on Monday by opening them on Monday.
It seems to
me that that way of approaching problems tends to be
used quite often on this campus and I would hate to try
and see what happens if we opened classes on Monday.
I
think that -- I have heard many comments from the administration that they feel they have no sense of what the
students sentiment really is in this issue. They want to
separate wild-eyed radicals from sincere, innocent but
highly impressionable liberals, and all the way -- the
Whole gamut, and I think that a mass student meeting on
Monday, which could be publicized, which all students
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could attend, would give the administration the wanted
sentiment of the students that they seem to be looking
for.
I feel personally that we cannot continue as we
have the last few days, but I think it's equally untenable
to think that we are going to continue as we did previously.
Schools around this nation have been shut down
for the rest of the semester.
I would hate to see this
school shut down for the rest of the semester.
I think
we have three weeks in which we can grasp an opportunity
to have a really relevant education on t h is campus b y
creating a free university atmosphere and discussing the
problems which are on everyone's minds so heavily today.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN Mr. Hogg I think was next, and then I
think there was another student
was it Mr. Lihn?
THOMAS HOGG I will try to speak to this in consensus of what I have felt and what I have seen.
I think the consensus, the majority, a very small
majority, it's not one way or the other, it's very diverse,
has come to the conclusion that they want to come back to
school but they want to come back on Monday, but more
than that -- much more than th a t, eighty percent, I think
of the students have a doubt in their mind what is this
all about if we go back to school and nothing is done and
that's exactly what we think will happen. We will go
back Monday and go to our classes and nobody will give a
damn about it.
It happened in the moratorium and we think
it's going to happen here again, so you have got to come
up again -- there is going to be violence Monday.
I just
feel thAre is going to be violence Monday, so you have to
come up with something that's amenable to everyone, everybody. Everybody is fragmented.
There is no voice, the
Associated Students, and there is no voice for the Associated Students right now anywhere.
WOLL.MAN

Mr. Evans.

BRUCE EVANS My name is Bruce Evans and I am a
senior in economics and psychology.
I didn't know that
I was going to have the opportunity to speak.
To be very impromptu, I want to talk about some
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of the events that I observed yesterday.
First of all, those of us who have been working
on unionizing university employees were able to get a
clear majority of the custodians and the caretakers at
Mitchell Hall and various other punch-in places. They
asked for student support. We formed picket lines and
they honored our picket lines and c ame out on strike and
joined the students.
The director of the physical plant, Mr. Fifield,
sent a letter which many of the people involved construed
as intimidation and said that anyone who picked up their
check yesterday, and who did not report to work, would be
subject to disciplinary action.
This, I feel, is a very
bad thing.
I was a student marshal in yesterday's peace
parade and some of the events we observed at Albuquerque
High were rather shocking.
Some of the students screamed
many epitaphs at us.
I was pelted with rocks but I would
like to say that I was able to take those rocks and not
pick them up and throw them back and not hit anyone .
I
cannot understand why nine people were bayonetted last
night.
This is incredible.
There was no provocation
whatsoever.
I was a witness to three of the bayonettings last
night. One of these men was a reporter, one of the men
was Sunny Flowers, who was on crutches and has a cast on
his leg, and another man was a stretcher bearer.
This is a very clear atrocity.
our campus.
These men
A FACULTY MEMBER

This happened on

What about the men at the flag-

pole?
EVANS -- these men did not provoke the marchers.
I feel -- the reporter who was stabbed was stabbed because
he was going to the aid of Mr. Flowers.
The stretcher
bearer was stabbed because he was going to the aid of someone else who had already been injured.
He was carried
back ahead of the line and he was -- as the line moved up
to him again they stabbed him again.
This was terrible.
We have our -- we are securing parties involved
and we are going to seek criminal prosecution of the
individuals in Battery B of the New Mexico National Guard
who took part in this .
I personally can identify two of
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these individuals.
WOLLMAN Mr. Evans, I am going to have to ask you
to draw to a conclusion because we have to get back to the
particular business in which we were debating, which was
related to whether or not we shall have classes at the
discretion of an instructor or not.
EVANS Whether you have classes Monday and Tuesday,
I believe is up to each one of you as an individual. A
collective decision cannot be made and enforced here, I
don't believe. There are individual Faculty members here
who feel -- who will not teach, no matter what.
I think
that this is a matter of your own conscience -and I hope
that some of you will address yourselves to some of the
practical problems of this university besides academic
matters on Monday and Tuesday.
There are some serious
difficulties here that we should attempt to solve.
WOLLMAN Thank you. We will hear from two more
students and then there are a number of others on the
list. You, sir.
PETBR HARTLEY I am Peter Hartley,
I am a graduate
student in American studies and I am a teaching assistant
in the English Department.
My name is Peter Hartley and I am a teaching assistant in the English Department and a graduate student in
American studies.
I have been working to try and direct
events that went on the past few days since Wednesday
night, and I would like to give a brief history of what
happened from Thursday morning.
(There was a shouting of "no")
HARTLEY

Wait a minute.

Wait a minute.

WOLLMAN

You have five minutes.

Wait a

minute.
Please keep

order.
HARTLEY Thursday morning I and another student,
who was trying to lead this thing, went to President Heady's
office. President Heady was unable to speak to us. We
spoke to one of the vice presidents -- I think it was Mr.
Smith -- and we said that what we were trying to do was,
number one, absolutely avoid any type of violence whatever
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and, number two, to have classes reopen at that time.
were thinking on the totally regular basis on Monday.
These were the two things that we wanted.

We

In order to avoid any kind of violence or confrontation on campus we planned to have a march downtown . The
students wanted to do something to express themselves, so
we decided the thing to do was get them the hell off campus
so they could express themselves in terms of the march
downtown.
This worked. On the way back from the march downtown the student consensus seemed to be , "okay, why not
let the University open up on Monday? Some people can
get together and talk about this and see what it means."
At that time they were not even talking about
what is now called the free university proposal.
Then, and also at that time nobody had the least
inkling that thing was going to happen at the Union;
none 0£ these students had the least inkling that they
would not be able to continue and take care of the Union
as they were doing and they were taking care of it.
Then this thing happened.
After that, reopening the University on a regular
basis, I have been in contact with the groups of students,
with various groups ever since then, as much as I could
possibly be . Afte r that happening , reopening the University on Monday o n a regular basis is impossible , absolutely
impossible . Ther e is no question about it .
However,
the gr oups that I have talked to all seem to be from the
most radical t owards the more moderate to be in agreement
-- to be in agreement that the University
it will be
best if the Un i versity d'0 open on Monday in this fashion
as really as al r eady has been proposed, that those who
want to go to their own classes and those who want to
teach their own classes be allowed to do so. Of courst,
because this whole thing is about individual freedom here.
Those who woul d rather spend their time some other way,
talking about the p r oblems that have come up, talking
about whateve r they want to talk about, also be allowe d
to do so with no penalty if they decide not to go in their
regular classes , and I can assure you -- I can assure you
that that is the only way that the thing can start going.
If ther e is any attempt to say , "okay, business as usual,
boys and girls, " and pat you on the head -- "You weren't

--
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too bad, go back." There are a large number -- large numbers of students who are just not going to accept that.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Mr. Lihn.

FRANK LIHN I think you can see the problem.
There are eight or nine thousand students, somewhere
around there, in the Associated Students that I, as vice
president, supposedly represent and I can't say that I
really do.
That's obvious. So I ask you to give us the
opportunity that you have, that the administration and
the Regents have had, to try to get together a little bit
on Monday and take our suggestions -- let us hassle it out
a little bit, at least let us get two or three or four
thousand students, how many students are going to be back,
and to discuss this and hash it out so we can reach some
sort of a consensus.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Mr. Chairman --

WOLLMAN Order, please. I promised one more student an opportunity to speak. - Please give him that opportunity. You, sir.
TED OSBORNE My name is Ted Osborne.
I am a junior
in civil engineering.
I think one thing that a lot of
people are overlooking, and the statement was made previously that there 1 s a very, very small majority, just
barely half the students, that want to go back to class.
Well, if I had three or four tests facing me, sure, I
wouldn't go back to class. But I have wasted three years
if I am going to be prevented from going to my classes by
a ten percent minority of this campus.
A STUDENT

Dropout.

OSBORNE I want an education. That's why I came
to the University of New Mexico and the war in Cambodia
seems to be an issue last Wednesday but I want to go to
school and I would urge each one of the Faculty to have
his class and give us the knowledge we are here for.
Thank you.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN I have a list of people that I have
recognized in some order.
It is on my sheet of paper here
ana I will try to follow that. Professor McRae.

----
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McRAE I just want to remind the Faculty; of course,
the gentleman that just spoke that has done that pretty well,
that the Student Body -- we have heard referred to here so
often that people that come before us representing the Student Body and Professor Howarth has made a prediction and I
don't think my crystal ball is any less valid than his or
anyone else has made a prediction so vehemently, but the
fact remains that the Student Body, as the term has been
thrown around here of consensus, is the consensus of about
twelve thousand more students than voted in the last student government election and it certainly consists of a
lot more students than are here or were on campus Thursday
and Friday. Especially it's a larger group than those
who were in the Union on Friday and were ejected. Just
keep in mind those other twelve thousand.

I could make a prediction on their behalf, and
assure you as we have been assured by some other people
assure you that they all want to go back to class on
Monday.
WOLLMAN

Professor Drummond.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Point of order, Mr. Wollman.
A man is taking pictures again here.

leave?

WOLLMAN Whoever has the camera, will you please
Professo r Drummond.

COTTRELL I would like to make a point of order,
too. There are still unauthorized visitors in the building in addition to students.
I think there are staff
members who do not hold academic ranks and that are
~ot on the Policy Committee's list of invited guests and
if we are going to ask the uninvited students to leave,
1 think those staff members who do not hold the rank of
Associate Professor or do not hold one of those ex- officio
Positions of the Faculty, should please leave.
WOLLMAN Would those of you who are not authorized
to be at this meeting please leave? Next is Professor
Drummond.
DRUMMOND I would like to remind this Body that
~ half an hour or more ago I made a motion and I made it
in an attempt to get a smaller group of concerned people
~ogether to do the kind of planning that it seems to me
is essentia: between now and Monday.
Mr. Howarth then
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made a motion, or a substitute motion, which I would like
really to ask Mr. Howarth to withdraw and permit this
group of people to get together and they may end up with what
Mr. Howarth is proposing they end up. But I would like to
have the students participating in the decision making for
Monday.
(Applause)
I think his motion, while supportive of many of
the student concerns, does not really involve them in the
decision making process.
I want them involved there.
I
became convinced yesterday that most of these whom you
have heard speaking today are concerned about the University of New Mexico.
They do want it open. They do want
it to operate. But they want some other things these
next three weeks in addition too, and I would like to see
them have that chance to plan with us.
I urge you, Mr. Chairman, I move the previous
question on the substitute motion and urge that we move
-- that we v o te it down and then I hope someone will
move for my mo tion and that we vote for it so we can
get on with the planning that needs to be done.
PROFESSOR THORSON
WOLLMAN

Second.

We are now ready to vote

PROFESSOR NORMAN Point of order. Mr. Cooper,
who has been suspended from this university, is present
in this room .
A STUDENT

Illegally suspended may I add.

NORMAN May he be asked to leave the room? He
is not a bona fide student. He is not a member of the
Faculty. I do not know that he belongs in this ro~m.
WOLLMAN Now this Faculty cannot act until we
have the Faculty properly constituted. Will those of
Y~u who do not belong here please leave? Or we shall
simply have to adjourn the Faculty meeting.
A STUDENT
WOLLMAN

May Mr . Cooper read - No.

He has not been recognized.

(There was general noise and a shouting of "no")
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WOLLMAN

Will you please leave?

The order of business is we now have a motion on
the floor.
(Several of the Faculty were calling and asking
Mr. Cooper to leave)
HOWARTH Point of order, Mr. President.
I think
Professor Drummond made a request of me before he made his
motion.
I would like to respond to his request.
WOLLMAN I think you are out of order.
vote on the previous question.

We have to

Those of you who are around the door and you are
unauthorized to be here, will you ple as e leave? All
right.
The previous question has been called for.
You
understand we are voting to clo se debate.
A STUDENT
WOLLMAN
fessor Howarth's
affirmative vote
by saying "aye";

Don't sell us out, damn it.

We are voting to close debate on Proamendment.
It will require a two-thirds
to close debate. All in favor indicate
opposed "no".
The motion is carried.

We shall now vote on Professor Howarth's amendment.
I am sorry, Professor Howarth's substitute motion.
Wi ll you please read it?
HOWARTH As soon as the National Guard and state
and city police have been removed from the campus -- let
me start over. This is to be accepted as an expression
of Faculty feeling.
It is the sense of the Faculty that as soon as
the National Guard and state and city police have been
removed from the campus, classes may be held at the discretion of each individual instructor. However, until
further decision by the Faculty, students shall not be
Penalized in any way for whatever decision they may make
about attending classes or taking examinations.
WOLLMAN I cannot accept that as a substitute
motion for Professor Drummond's motion because it is on
an entirely different matter.
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HOWARTH

Your predecessor in the Chair accepted

WOLLMAN

I think that was an erroneous ruling.

it.

DRUMMOND

I agree.

WOLLMAN I think we are then back to Professor
Drununond's motion.
HOYT

I appeal the ruling of the Chair.

WOLLMAN All right. The ruling of the Chair has
been appealed, which means that we are voting on whether
I have ruled ~roperly that it is not a substitute motion.
Is there debate? Is ' this debatable?
(There was a calling for the question by many
Faculty members)
WOLLMAN If there is a majority vote it will
d~termine whether I have ruled properly or not. Those
in favor of my ruling indicate by "aye"; opposed "no".
My ruling carries.
We are now back to debating Professor Drummond's
motion and I have
PROFESSOR RUDISILL
WOLLMAN
RUDISILL
WOLLMAN

Mr. Chairman --

Yes.
I am getting tired of being ignored.
I am sorry.

RUDISILL I believe you have been taking that
half of the room and you have not called on anyone except
Mr. McRae in this entire debate in this half.
WOLLMAN
RUDISILL

I am sorry.
I would like to be recognized.

WOLLMAN I have a list of people.
Please give me your name -RUDISILL

If you will

My name is Rudisill, Assistant Professor,
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Department of Art.
WOLLMAN I shall be happy to call on you in order.
Next is Professor Rhodes, political science. You had your
hand up a long time ago. Do you wish to say anything now?
of

PROFESSOR H. RHODES
his motion.
WOLLMAN

All right.

VICE PRESIDENT SMITH
WOLLMAN
RHODES
SMITH

I was going to speak in favor

Mr. President, I

No, I will not recognize you.
I yield to Mr. Smith.

What I have, my discussion is not on this

motion.
WOLLMAN

Professor Koschmann.

KOSCHMANN
I will waive.

My discussion was on Howarth's motion.
/

PROFESSOR IKLE Point of order, Mr. Chairman.
I thought the rules said that individuals should only
speak twice at this time.
DURRIE

On any given subject.

KOSCHMANN Mr. Chairman, as -- well, my main
reason for speaking was on Professor Howarth's motion.
I believe I would like to respond to some of the comments
some of the students made and I think this is in order.
WOLLMAN I think we are talking on Professor
Drummond's motion, which relates to the creation of these
committees for tomorrow. I would like debate to be
limited, if possible
not if possible -- I would like
debate to be limited to that particular question.
KOSCHMANN Mr. Chairman, the students were allowed
to speak on issues that were not germane. I feel unless I
have been guaranteed an opportunity to speak later to this
issue
WOLLMAN

I will put you on the list.

(Applause)
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We have a two-hour rule for a Faculty meeting.
I
don't know that it applies to an ad hoc meeting or specially
called meeting such as this.
In order to make it completely
kosher, will someone move -THORSON

I so move.

(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN Move the rules be suspended without any
time limit. All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed "no".
Motion is carried.
Next on my list
PROFESSOR SPOLSKY Mr. Chairman, point of order.
Is it customary, according to Roberts Rules, to make a
list?
WOLLMAN It is because I was not able to call
people in order at which I recognized them because there
were others talking at the time so I am calling them now
in the order at which I recognized them.
SPOLSKY If that is the case, may I ask to be -may I ask that my name be put on the list?
WOLLMAN Now next on my list is -- yes, you sir,
next to Professor Norman.
Your name, please.
COLONEL DE WITT I am Colonel DeWitt from the
Naval Science Department.
A couple of times within the last hour or so a
very important fact has been mentioned, and that is that
the Student Body consists of approximately fifteen thousand
students.
It seems to me that it is necessary to get
together and Professor Drummond has proposed some type of
a joint Faculty-student representation to discuss some of
these problems but it does not seem to me this is in conflict of having classes of fifteen thousand or that portion
thereof who would like to do this Monday.
It seems that
we are really concerned with what the individual student
would like to do, that we would give him the opportunity
of going to class on Monday and at the same time have
these discussions with representative bodies from the students.
(There was a calling of "hear")
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WOLLMAN

Professor Rhodes of psychology.

PROFESSOR JOHN RHODES I would like, in light of
this motion, I would like to know whether it is feasible
to make an amendment to this motion that the sense of this
Faculty and of the administration perhaps if they can -however that needs to be worded -- that they would give
Mr. Lihn additional time, more than j 'ust Monday.
He may
feel -- has he gone?
WOLLMAN

No, he is here.

RHODES That he be given assistance in attempting
to have a mass student body convocation on the day of next
week that he feels would be most appropriate, not just
Monday necessarilyi maybe Tuesday would be best.
Secondly, that would just be as an amendment, but
in fact there be a mass student convocation in conjunction
with the A.S.U.N.M. -- whatever that is. However you say
that thing -WOLLMAN

The A.S.U.N.M.

J. RHODES In conjunction with the meetings that
would be going on under Professor Drummond's proposal;
that is, a mass statement, nothing less than a two-thirds
majority of the Student Body would be considered to be a
statement of the Student Body expression.
WOLLMAN Are you moving this as an amendment to
Professor Drummond's motion?
J. RHODES
WOLLMAN

Yes.
Will you please state the amendment

clearly?
J. RHODES Yes. This is in addition to what
Professor Drummond has proposed.
WOLLMAN

Well, would you please --

J. RHODES An amendment to add to his proposal
that there be the A.S.U.N.M. convocation at which at
least a two-thirds student Body representation must be
there to make a statement of expression with regard to
What the Student Body wants to do.
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7
WOLLMAN

Is there a second?

(Second)
WOLLMAN

Your motion dies because of a lack of

second.
WOLF

I seconded.

WOLLMAN I'm sorry.
I didn't hear the second.

Your motion did not die.

MERKX Point of order, Mr. Chairman. A moment
ago you ruled that Professor Howarth's motion was not
part -- was not exactly the same as Mr. Drummond's and
I think this is raising a new substantive area and I
would like to suggest you move this out of order.
WOLLMAN No.
I would rule this in order because
it is a process that is specified as following and in conjunction with Professor Drummond's process.
I t seems to
me that we can expand Professor Drurrunond's process, since
it is not a substitute but another element added. So we
can vote on this amendment separately and accept or reject
it.
Is there any discussion on the amendment?
SPOLSKY Is it up to this Faculty to call a meeting of the A.S.U.N.M. and state --

J. RHODES I want to recommend this that, that we
can't call it, we can't order them to call a meeting.
WOLLMAN

Mr. Lihn, would you please corrunent on this?

FRANK LIHN I think what you are talking about,
two-thirds, you are talking about getting ten thousand
students someplace and, first of all, that's impossible
to control. I don't care if you have forty student marshals.
A FACULTY MEMBER

We do it on every basketball

game.
LIHN All right, it's not a basketball game. We
are not talking about sports. I think what we want to do
is Please allow us for once to do it in a way that is
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agreeable with us.

I mean, without dictating to us.

What I would like to say is please allow us, if
we want to have a meeting, which is acceptable at least
to me, and I would have to talk to some of the other
people because, like I say, I am not talking to everybody -- allow us to have a meeting and let all those
people that are really and truly meeting be there and if
they are interested they will be there and let us discuss
it there, whether it's one, two, three, four thousand
people because I am not going to be able to -WOLF

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my second.

WOLLMAN The motion dies by lack of a second.
We are now back to the original motion.
Next on my list is Professor Merkx.
MERKX Mr. Chairman, I think at this time I wo uld
simply like to move my name down because I would like to
speak to another matter and I am not sure when I would
get in this matter, so would you move my name down?
WOLLMAN

Next is Professor Cottrell.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Point of order.

A FACULTY MEMBER Would it be possible at this
point to have a ten minute recess? I am very hot and -(There was a shouting of "no")
WOLLMAN I think we can -- if we find that we
can bring to a conclusion the debate on Professor
Drummond's motion, then perhaps we can have a recess
if someone will move it.
COTTRELL I thi.nk one of the -- I think one of
the concerns about Professor Drummond's motion being
expressed by Professor Howarth with respect to the assuming
back to business as usual might be the expectation of
some students of having to meet a deadline of Monday or
Tuesday for certain homework or exams that had been
scheduled, something of this type.
The substitute motion
that was later ruled out of order by the second presiding
officer had some things in it sort of this direction that
I think we would like to support, so I would like to amend
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Professor Drummond's motion as follows:
within the
responsibility of the Faculty, the administration of
exams -- boy, Carl Koenig's writing -- okay, we resolve
that a moratorium be called on examinations and deadlines
for the first two days of next week. We think that this
would add to yours, Harold, in the sense that the students
-- the students could be free to gather tomorrow if student government can get them together and the classes will
resume on Monday, but no one is facing an examination or
deadline on Monday or Tuesday and, otherwise, this will
help us and everything else should be back to classes and
this would help us in the transition back to this.
Now
there are Faculty members who have exams scheduled that
we' r_e planning on giving them.
I don't know that it is
our consensus it would not be particularly wise to jump
back in that, but the classes should be offered on
Monday morning and try to have your meeting tomorrow and
any other meetings, any other meetings that resolve on
this from the students, and I would amend Mr. Drummond's
motion that we resolve there be a moratorium called on
examinations and deadlines for the first two days of
next week.
WOLLMAN

Is there a second?

(There were several seconds)
VAN GRABER Mr. Chairman, point of information:
May I ask how we would transmit this news to the students?
A FACULTY MEMBER

Over the radio.

COTTRELL There are all sorts of ways. The
results of this meeting will be in the Albuquerque Journal
tomorrow morning.
WOLLMAN I have a list of names who have been
asking for the floor.
These names -- I assume they were
asking for the floor on some previous motion since this
motion has just been made.
I will go down the list quickly
in that order, and if any of you want to exercise your
right, you may do so.
PROFESSOR ULIBARRI Point of information.
I still
don't know what the purpose of this meeting was.
It was
administrative and students and the discussions we are
carrying on today and the administration closed the University and the administration has to open it.
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WOLLMAN

I think the purpose of the motion --

ULIBARRI If they want to help, okay, but it is
not our part to decide on administrative things.
WOLLMAN I think the purpose for the meeting is
for the Faculty to take whatever action it considers
appropriate.
Professor Roberts, you asked for the floor sometime ago. Did you want it now?
PROFESSOR ROBERTS I would like to say that what
I have witnessed is incredible; that a minority of Faculty
and students have been allowed to close a university and
now they threaten us as to whether it can open on Monday.
I think this (applause) -- I think any time a university
can be closed down by a minority of people, wearing black
arm bands, that is great fascism.
WOLLMAN

Professor Rudisill is next.

RUDISILL I would like to ask a question first.
I must ask a question first to know whether this is the
point to speak or not.
I wish to support Professor
Drummond's motion , but I also wish to attempt to explore
a couple of reasons necessary to support it.
WOLLMAN We are now debating on the amendment,
wh ich is to add to Professor Drummond's motion a two-day
moratorium on deadlines and exams.
Is that correct?
i

RUDISILL

I would like to be called when debate

resumes.
WOLLMAN

Professor Koschmann.

KOSCHMANN I want the floor in determination of
Professor Drununond's motion.
WOLLMAN We are debating the amendment to Professor Drummond's motion.
MERKX Point of order. I believe I said something -- I also asked for the floor at the determination
of Professor Drummond's motion so I think that I will wait
until that .
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(There was a general calling for the question)
WOLLMAN

Someone has to move the previous ques-

tion.
A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

I move the previous question.

It's been moved and seconded.

(There was a yelling of "no")
WOLLMAN

Mr. Homestead wanted the floor.

PROFESSOR HOMESTEAD I wanted to speak to Professor Drummond's motion. This is not -WOLLMAN

We are on the amendment.

HOMESTEAD
McRAE

Right.

I would like to say something on the amend-

ment.
WOLLMAN
SMITH
WOLLMAN

Professor Smith.
Yes, I would like to speak now.
On the amendment to the motion?

SMITH I want to ask a question of clarification
from Professor Drununond and then I want to speak on this
motion.
Is it explicit in Professor Drununond's motion
that the number of Faculty involved in these conunittees
is matched by an equal number of students?
WOLLMAN

It was.

SMITH What I would like now is to ask ~o move the
previous question.
WOLLMAN

Is there a second?

(Second)
WOLLMAN All in favor of moving the previous question indicate by "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is
carried.
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We shall now vote on Professor Cottrell's motion,
which is to -- the amendment to the motion, which is to
provide for a two - day deadline -- two- day moratorium on
examinations and deadlines.
A FACULTY MEMBER Point of clarification. How
does this apply to examinations and comps for graduate
degrees which have already been scheduled, and also to
the May 15th deadline for completed theses and dissertations?
WOLLMAN I might say my interpretation is it
applies to everything since there was no limitation included in the motion.
COTTRELL The intent of the motion was to get two
more days for these students so that would move up to
May 17th.
WOLLMAN

Professor Binford.

PROFESSOR BINFORD Is this mandatory that in the
cases where our graduate students are due to take their
comps on Thursday that they were delayed until Monday
and on the request that these exams were then to be given
and the University was then closed and it had to be given
in my house and these students are ready to take these
exams. Is this moratorium mandatory?
COTTRELL

No; student request.

~VOLLMAN The sense of the Faculty is it is not
mandatory. We shall now vote. We shall now vote on the
amendment. All in favor of the amendment for this t wo-day
deadline indicate by "aye" ; opposed "no". The motion is
carried.

motion.

Now we are back to Professor Drummond's main
I am going down my list now.
Next on my list is Professor Merkx.

MERKX Sir, I wish to speak after Professor Drummond's llotion is voted on.
WOLLMAN
MERKX

I am sorry.
So I am on the next list.
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WOLLMAN The gentleman out there.
your name.
Please give it.

I don't know

PROFESSOR WILD Wild from biochemistry.
In this
discussion L have been known to help students and when
Professor Drummond made his initial motion he was not clear
about the way in which the students would express their
wish.
It seems the most integrating way for this would
be for the students in each class, not each section, to
decide what they will do for the remainder of the term.
This, presumably, then junior civil engineering would vote
to resume business as usual and those that believe that
the war is more relevant than anything else would have the
opportunity to convert their particular course into the
kind of thing they are asking for now.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN
SMITH

Professor Smith.
Move the previous question.

(Second)
WOLLMAN It has been moved and seconded that we
vote on the previous question. All in favor of voting
on the previous question indicate by "aye"; opposed "no".
The motion is carried.
We are now voting on Professor Drummond's motion.
Perhaps since it's been so long we might want to read it.
DRUMMOND I move that members of the following
committees, plus an equal number of students selected by
A.S.U.N. M. and members of -- and the G.S.U., not members
of -- G.S.A., meet tomorrow as necessary to make plans
for peacefully reopening of U.N. M. Monday and the committees are the Policy committee, the Governance Committee,
the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee, the Student
Standards Committee, the Committee on Enhancement of the
Educational Process, the Curriculum Committee, the Graduate Committee, the Administrative Committee, the Student
Affairs Committee, the Committee on University, and now
includes an amendment which is the moratorium of two days
on exams and deadlines.
WOLLMAN

Dean Adams.

DEAN ADAMS Would Mr. Drummond wish to stipulate
someone who might call this meeting and state the time at
Which it would commence?
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DRUMMOND

At 9:00 a.m. tomorrow morning in the

Kiva.
A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

Point of order.

Point of order only.

There is no debate.

HOMESTEAD Point of information.
I wanted to
earlier speak in favor of Professor Drummond's motion,
and that is to vote; however, one important serious concern seems to me that we have forgotten what our student
representatives said. One, he didn't think it was feasible
or likely that he would gather all these conscientious
students to be there tomorrow.
Then -WOLLMAN I think we are now debating the question
and that is out of order at this point.
The point of
information?
H. RHODES Mr. Chairman, is this a motion where the
committees just act, or would the committees' acts be
binding on the administration?
WOLLMAN

I don't think that was stated in the

motion.
DRUMMOND
influence.
WOLLMAN

I think we ought to have considerable

Any other point of information?

PROFESSOR ROSENZWEIG Point of clarification,
please.
Professor Drummond reread his motion with the
amendment.
I find that I am completely baffled by this.
Professor Drummond has called for a meeting that will
discuss how to go about reopening classes on Monday and
we have attached to this a motion that already presumes
a certain approach to the classes on Monday by saying
that there will be a moratorium on examinations.
This is
the reason that I voted against considering the question
at the time and I do not understand the question.
WOLLMAN You must accept the motion with the
amendment as of now.
Is there any -- any point of clarification only?
(There was a calling for the question)
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a.--

P ROFES SOR MRCURDY
WOLLMAN

Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Mccurdy.

~

~CURDY I am sorry to inject this note: Mr.
Drummond's original motion did not state the meeting of
the committee would be in this room in the Kiva; the
meetings tomorrow promise to be very long and drawn out
and there are those of us that like to smoke and we can't
smoke here. Will Mr. Drummond accept another room?
DRUMMOND Any place. Any place. I would also
like to suggest that the Chairman of the Policy Committee
be the chairman for the day.
WOLLMAN
on the motion.

You all accept that.

We shall now vote

(There were many calling for the question)
WOLLMAN All in favor of the motion that these
total committees, as defined as constituted, with an
equal number of students convene tomorrow at a place
selected by someone in authority to determine indicate
by "aye"; opposed "no". The motion is carried.
I have been asked that we declare a brief recess.
I said we would do so on conclusion of the debate.
(There were many calling "no".)
WOLLMAN We shall now have a ten-minut€ recess
and reconvene here in ten minutes.
(THEREUPON, the Faculty meeting stood in a
brief recess.)
WOLLMAN Any of the people here that are not
members of the Faculty, as previously defined, would you
Please leave so that we may conduct our business. Will
you all please come inside and shut the doors.
The air
conditioning is working.

I would like to make an announcement.
Koschmann, do you want the floor?

Professor

KOSCHMANN I asked for the floor after the resolution of Professor Drummond's motion.
I would like the floor.
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WOLLMAN

I will put you on the list.

KOSCHMANN Mr. Chairman, was I not on that list?
Twice I was not on that list and I requested the first
time that I be moved to the position after Professor
Drummond's motion.
. t rue.
WO LL MAN Ta
h t is
I apo 1¢.
,gize.
you at the top of the list instead of Mr. -PROFESSOR BRANSFORD
top of the list.

I will put

Mr. Merkx was also at the

WOLLMAN May I please make an announcement?
Marion Cottrell is at a meeting now with the Regents.
He is attending the Regents1 meeting and he will come
back with information relating to the time and place of
the group that was authorized to convene tomorrow. These
various committees. We did not -- we cannot meet
tomorrow at nine o'clock and the meeting will take place
later. in the day and when Professor Cottrell returns we
will find out exactly when.
THORSON
Committee?
WOLLMAN

Could I be recognized for the Policy

Yes.

THORSON The Policy Committee, before this meeting, posed the following resolution.
I would like to
introduce it to the general Faculty. Disturbances
WOLLMAN Wait a minute.
to this particular
THORSON
Committee.
WOLLMAN

I am sorry.

I thought it was relating

It was for the Policy

Professor Koschmann.

KOSCHMANN Mr. Chairman, I would first like to
address some remarks to the students that complained -MERKX Point of order, Mr. Chairman.
I asked for the floor.

I believe

KOSCHMANN I asked for it.
WOLLMAN

Professor Koschmann was first, then you,
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and then Mr. Travelstead.
KOSCHMANN
WOLLMAN

I can't wait any longer.
Order.

Please come to order.

KOSCHMANN Mr. Chairman, I would first like to
address my remarks to the students that complained to the
administration of the University had taken action with
several hundred who were illegally occupying the Student
Union.
I certainly sympathize with these students and
the students that later were there.
I certainly appreciate
the fact that they were the best behaved law breakers we
have had around the campus for some time. Now on the
other hand I have a note here from a student, Bruce
(last name not intelligible) who has been approached
by students who feel they have been betrayed by the Faculty
and by the fact that they have not been allowed to go to
class, that they have not been allowed to get their
courses that they have paid for.
This is two thousand one
hundred and thirty-four names. How many students were betrayed in the Student Union? Two thousand one hundred
thirty-four that have been betrayed in the last several
days.
(There were several shouting for figures and others
just generally shouting)
WOLLMAN
floor, please.

Order.

Order.

Mr. Koschmann has the

NORMAN Have you got two thousand one hundred and
thirty-four signatures here?
KOSCHMANN I have a statement -- I have a statement
from a student group that they have collected this number.
NORMAN

But you --

WOLLMAN

Professor Norman, you do not have the

floor.
A STUDENT
WOLLMAN

Is the question addressed to me?

No.

Professor Koschmann has the floor.

KOSCHMANN I would like to introduce -- let me preface this with this Faculty has voted to commend the students
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who were violating the court order for their good behavior.
I think we have completely neglected the fact that there
was a )ast majority of students who obeyed the requests
of the University president to leave the campus so that we
would not have the sort of disorder that we had on Wednesday. These are the students that I believe should be
really commended because they tried wholeheartedly to stop
violence by not forming mobs on campus.
Therefore, I
would also like to point out that the major issues here
are whether or not the Faculty members and students will
have the rights that are expressed under the contract and
by constitution and by our Faculty constitution to hold
classes without intimidation and hai"7assment.
Therefore
I move, one, that this Faculty commend the vast majority
of students who followed the request of the administration to leave the campus in order to prevent further disorders, such .as occurred on last Wedne~day; two, this
Faculty wholeheartedly supports the right of Faculty and
students to hold classes on Monday without intimidation
or ha'""'rassment from other students and Faculty; third, it
appears that some Faculty members may be running the
risk of refusing to carry out a legal obligation.
I feel
that these professors are very sincere in what they are
doing and I, therefore, don't feel that the Regents
should be too difficult with them.
Therefore, part
three, that the Faculty request the Board of Regents to
grant a peaceful release from his contract to any Faculty
member who, during the present social turmoil, feels his
courses are not relevant enough to be taught at this time.
We request that the Board of Regents not bring legal
action against such a professor for breach of contract and
take no action against an adjustment in compensation in
accord with that portion of the contract not fulfilled.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Is there a second?

(There were many seconds)
WOLLMAN It has been moved and seconded. We are
now ready to debate that. Professor Merkx, you were next
on my list. Do you want to talk?
PROFESSOR BAUGHMAN
WOLLMAN
MERKX

Point of order.

Professor Merkx, you were next.
I was going to introduce another motion.
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May I be the next person after this motion?
WOLLMAN Things are getting fuzzy and I really have
someone else then in line if we are going to talk to another motion because I promised Mr. Travelstead - BAUGHMAN Point of order. Point of order.
I
think Mr. Koschmann 's moti.on has to be split into three
so that each one of those can be faced and debated and
handled separately.
WOLLMAN

Is that satisfactory to the maker of the

motion?
KOSCHMANN The point of information -- does this
mean that the three motions are, therefore, made and
seconded?
WOLLMAN

Three separate motions.

KOSCHMANN

Then this is accepted.

WOLLMAN But I only let you present one at a time.
Then after they vote on the first we will have to move
to someone else having the right - KOSCHMANN
three together .
VAN GRABER
WOLLMAN

Then I think we have to vote on all

Mr. Chairman --

Our Parliamentarian.

VAN GRABER You may divide the question if you
wish.
If you .make it three separate motions he would
have to introduce each one separately again .
If you want
to move to divide this question into three parts we may
do so and vote on each part separately.
WOLLMAN
MERKX
WOLLMAN

I accept the rule of the Parliamentarian.
Point of order.
Yes.

I still have the floor?

You want to speak on this motion?

MERKX I was interrupted by a point of order and
I would now wish - - I wish to - - I move to table Professor
Koschmann's motion until after the next motion which will
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?
be placed before the House is considered so Professor
Koschmann's motion will be considered after a motion I
make.
(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN Is the motion to table debatable? The
motion to table is not debatable.
All in favor of the
motion to table say "aye"; those opposed? Well, all in
favor Lndicate by raising your right hand.
Try it the
other way first.
All against the motion indicate by
raising your hand. All against tabling.
The motion to
table carries.
MERKX
WOLLMAN

Mr. Chairman.
Professor Merkx.

MERKX I would like to speak and introduce a
Tabling of Motion
motion which, in my opinion, gets to the heart of why
Expressing No Conwe had this whole campus crisis and gets to the heart
fidence in Presiof why we are here as a Faculty picking up pieces which dent's Handling of
should have never been broken in the first place.
I
Present Situation
th'in k so £ ar th e ac t'ion o f th e F acu lt y h as b een d'irec t e~ppointment
n_ and Requestof for
to salvaging a sorry situation rather than in terms of Vice President
dealing with the facing of the problems that have led to Travelstead as
this campus crisis and which have led to a number of
Acting President
other campus c rises.
I am speaking about the conduct
of the University by President Heady.
Now I wish to make it plain I am not criticizing
other members of the administration for consideration of
the motion which I am going to present.
I would -- I
think it's imperative that President Heady be here, so
that te can answer questions. I think it would be fruitful
if the Regents would be here so they could hear the dis cussion of the Faculty and I would like to request that
the chairman -A FACULTY MEMBER Point of order, sir.
man taking pictures here. He just took one.

There's a

WOLLMAN Will you please leave right away?
are no authorized pictures in this room.

There

MERKX I would like to request the Chairman of
this meeting to invite Governor Cargo and the Regents and
the President, who are over in the Student Union Building,
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to attend debate on the motion which I am going to present.
(Several Faculty were calling for the speaker to
go up front to speak)
HOrT

We can hear you.

Carry on.

MERKX I think the wording of this motion is
important.
Professor Hoyt has written -- written out a
version of this. May I yield the floor to him, or must I
read the paper myself? Can I yield to Professor Hoyt?
HOYT May I read it?
the -- I got the wrong one.

The motion is, we condemn

(There was much laughter)
WOLLMAN

Order, please.

HOYT The Faculty expresses no confidence in
President Heady's handling of the present situation and
requests that the Regents appoint Vice President Travelstead as Acting President of the University.
WALKER

Second.

BAUGHMAN
WOLLMAN

Mr. Chairman
Professor Baughman.

BAUGHMAN

I move to table.

(There were several seconds)
MERKX I have the floor, Mr. Baughman.
I yield
the floor for the motion to be read and I still have the
floor.
STUMPF
WOLLMAN
MERKX

You weren't recognized.
All right.
I yielded the floor for --

WOLLMAN I am sorry I recognized Professor
~aughman .
I thought the motion had been made and that
it was now --
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MERKX

I am not able to speak to my .motion, then?

WOLLMAN

That's right.

.

otN

MERKX I have a motion
the floor and before
speaking to it, the motion is placed on the floor and
WOLLMAN I think then the question should be
settled by vote of the Faculty.
I had certainly recognized Professor Baughman because I thought after the
motion had been made there would be discussion on it.
EUBANK This is very simple, Mr. Chairman. Mr.
Merkx has the floor.
He yields to have a motion read.
He has not yielded the floor.
WOLLMAN

There are many

EUBANK That doesn't indicate that I am in favor
of Mr. Merkx's motion.
MERKX

How much time do I have?

WOLLMAN Professor Merkx, you have the floor.
You have about two and a half minutes.
PROFESSOR ALPERT Point of information.
I am
Alpert, physics.
How .many parliamentarians do we have?
WOLLMAN We have a lot because I really don't
know what's going on.
STUMPF

You have two and a half minutes.

MERKX The reason the kind of crisis has developed
is because President Heady was insensitive to student
body feeling and insensitive to student body feeling when
four students were killed at Kent State. A number of
departments voted not to hold classes because the moratorium for the students. Many students made i t plain that
they wanted a moratorium. A delegation and Faculty members, including some administrative officials, requested
that the University have a moratorium that would have
solved the problem at that time. Professor Heady did not
find that acceptable and President Heady found acceptable
to have a one and a half hour thing in the mall.
That
started this crisis.
Secondly a rift developed on the
flag and the students voted to fly the flag in memory of
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the men killed. President Heady overruled them and
allowed the flag up to full staff. Therefore, we get a
fight and then we have stabbings.
Thirdly, I have, and a number of Faculty members,
have made a number of trips to President Heady's house in
the last week begging the President to talk to the students,
pointing out that a compromise could be arranged.
Faculty members have offered to serve as marshals in the
Union. We made it perfectly plain that a peaceful transition could be done. We don't insist on a public marching
on the students for this. We pointed out that this was
not an attack of the University or an attack of the administration or University, but it was an expression of deep
sentiment about a national crisis and President Heady
rejected at all times a whole number of solutions. He is
incapable of talking on a man to man basis with many students in the Student Body and he is scared to come down
and talk to the students. An example was on Thursday, the
day before he came to the Union -WOLLMAN
MERKX
WOLLMAN

Your time is expired.
He was because he said -Time.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Time.
I move to table the motion.

(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN The motion is not debatable, as I understand it. All in favor of the motion to table indicate
by "aye"; opposed?
Those in favor of the motion please -A FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
I think many
of us would like to know, does it require a two-thirds
vote?
WOLLMAN I think a majority vote to table.
that right? A majority vote.
A FACULTY MEMBER
off debate.
WOLLMAN

Is

This is clearly a move to shut

I think that we must follow our procedure
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and I will have to ask for a show of hands because I
couldn't tell froJn the voice vote whether it had carried
or lost.
A FACULTY MEMBER Mr. Chairman, I think we have
unauthorized student representatives back here and would
you like to check?
WOLLMAN Would you unauthorized students please
leave, and unauthorized any other kind of people please
leave. Are you all properly belonging here? There are
seats and you don't have to stand up against the door.
MERKX Point of order. While the vote is being
taken would it be possible for you to invite the Regents
and the President back for discussion if it should pass
to them?
WOLLMAN
All in favor of
I think what we
so all of those
tier raise your
table.

I think we might as well vote first.
the motion to table will you please -probably better do is count by tiers,
behind that first -- behind that last
hand. We are voting on the motion to

(THEREUPON, the vote was continued.)
WOLLMAN The motion to tab~~~ ~rries by a vote
of about ninety-nine to a hundred airaleight give or
take one or two on either side. Professor Rhodes.
Vote t o I nvite
J. RHODES May I point out to this Faculty that
the Governor of the State of New Mexico, who had to have Governor t o
Meeting
played a role in calling of the National Guard on this
campus, is on this campus at this moment meeting with
our Regents .
It seems to me this is a perfect opportunity
for this Faculty to invite that man over here and discuss
with us his role. (Applause)
WOLLMAN

Will you make a motion?

J. RHODES Yes sir, I move that a delegation of
this Faculty consisting of the Policy Committee Chairman
and the Academic Vice President -A STUDENT Why don't all of you go over and tell
him what you want?
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J. RHODES No -- call and vote that we need to
invite the Governor here.
WOLLMAN It's been moved and seconded that the
Chairman of the Policy Conunittee and the
President~ a delegation from this
invite
the Governor here.
(There were several calling for the question)
WOLLMAN

Let's have order.

KOSCHMANN Point of order.
When Professor Merkx
moved to table my motion I understood that he tabled it,
moved to table it until after his motion.
A FACULTY MEMBER

That is correct.

KOSCHMANN I would interpret this to mean that I
have been -- that the motion that I have was to be taken
up then after his motion.
WOLLMAN We will take up that motion after this
one is disposed of.
There is a motion on the floor to
invite the Governor over.
Is t h ere any discussion?
(There was a calling for the question)
WOLLMAN All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed?
The motion is carried. Will the members of the delegation carry out their duties.
(Applause)
VICE PRESIDENT TRAVELSTEAD I would like to decline
being a part of this delegation, if one of the other members of the administration agreed to do it.
I need to
present before we get in the next question a position
with respect to next week, which I think is rather important, if you would excuse me from that.
I am quite anxious
to hear Mr. Cargo and L would like to be excused.
STEVEN VAN DRESSER
lead him here.
PROFESSOR TATSCHL
the next to go .

One man ought to be able to

I move that Sherman Smith be

(Second)
WOLLMAN

It's been moved that Sherman Smith
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accompany and go with Marion Cottrell.

Is there a second?

(Second}
WOLLMAN All in favor "aye"; opposed? The motion
carries. We will now turn to Professor Koschman's resolution. Professor Koschmann, we come back to your resolution.
KOSCH.MANN I might clarify that the House has
ruled that this question be divided.
WOLLMAN We may vote -- we can vote on it in
divided fashion but it will be treated as a single motion.
KOSCHMANN Does it follow, then, that I represent
this motion at this time? Is this the interpretation?
WOLLMAN
on your motion.

No.

I think we are open for discussion

PROFESSOR HOWARD Point of order.
to move to table the .motion.
WOLLMAN

I would like

It's been moved -- (second)

WOLLMAN It's been moved that we table . . Please,
may I have your attention?
(There was general discussion, disorder, and
general noise)
WOLLMAN I have been informed that it is an abuse
of the Chair to call for the Chair on a point of order
and then move to table. That is not a point of order.
HOWARD

I was following Mr. Baughman's --

WOLLMAN Well, you got that advice.
~re there
people back there who do not belong in this - Faculty
meeting?
All right, we are open to debate on Professor
Koschmann's motion.
B. SPOLSKY
WOLLMAN

I move to refer this

Move to refer.

Is that debatable?
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VAN GRABER

I don't know.

WOLLMAN Let us have thirty seconds while we have
a ruling on whether this is debatable or not.
EUBANK

What do you want to know?

WOLLMAN

Is a move to refer debatable?

EUBANK Debatable as to the members of the
committee when it meets and so on, not whether we will
have one or not.
MERKX That committee is already determined and
this is a procedural motion and, therefore, may I ask
the Parliamentarian, as a procedural motion -A FACULTY MEMBER It is not a procedural motion,
it is a subsidiary motion but it is debatable only if you
have questions about how the committee should be constituted.
WOLLMAN The motion was to refer to the committee
that has already been constituted and will meet tomorrow
and, therefore, it is not debatable. We shall vote on
the motion to table .
KOSCHMANN
WOLLMAN

Point of information .

Yes sir.

KOSCHMANN I believe in all fairness the Faculty
should be - - have had the opportunity to hear again the
points of which they are refusing to vote on today .
I
would like to read the original -WOLLMAN I am sorry . You are out of order . I
am sorry , you are out of order . We are going to vote.
I think the Faculty knows the three parts of the motion
that you made .
WOLF

What are they?

EUBANK Mr. Chairman, any member can ask to have
a motion read at any time .
WOLF

I ask that question.

WOLLMAN

Professor Koschmann, will you read that?
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KOSCHMANN The first part that the Faculty does
not want to vote on today -STUMPF

Without comment.

KOSCHMANN -- the Faculty commends the vast majority of students who followed the request of the administration to leave the campus in order to prevent further disorders, such as occurred last Wednesday.
Number two, the Faculty wholeheartedly supports
the right of Faculty and students to hold classes on Monday without intimidation or h0"assment from other Faculty
and students.
Part three, that the Faculty request the Board of
Regents to grant a peaceful release from his contract to
any Faculty member who, during the present social turmoil,
feels his courses are not relevant enough to be taught at
this time. We request that the Board of Regents not bring
legal action against professors for breach of contract
and take no action against adjustment in compensation in
accord with that portion of the contract not fulfilled.
WOLLMAN
All right, you have heard the motion.
The vote is now to refer to the committee created a while
ago. All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed? The
motion is carried.
~ow, Mr. Travelstead.
A FACULTY MEMBER

Call for a division of the

House.
WOLLMAN All right, the count has been called
for. All in favor in the last tier please raise your
right hand. All in favor of referring Professor Koschmann's motion to the committee that was created, all in
favor please raise your right hand and hold them high.
(THEREUPON, the vote was continued)
WOLLMAN The motion to refer wins by a hundred
and eighty-four to a hundred and one.
Now I would like to ask Mr. Travelstead to
Present some points that he wanted to talk about and I
Promised him he would get on the list and he got way
down.
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TRAVELSTEAD I may or may not be able to finish
this before the Governor comes, but I know if I waited
until he came I would never get it on and I think it's
imperative about what happens tomorrow and Monday and
Tuesday.

Announcement re
Opening of University on Monday,
with Additional
Seminars, conferences,
etc .
.
.
.
k Haro ld , d uring your motion in
I wante a to spea,
favor of it but with some options open that may be are
not altogether open and these relate to a position of
the Regents and the administration which have already
been taken which are not -- well , they may be retracted,
but at least they haven't been yet .
The President declared the University would be
closed until Monday and would open according to regular
schedule on Monday. Many questions have been asked, and
I assure you that literally, I won 't say thousands -many students have been concerned about this matter as
well as many members of the Faculty and whatever be th e
evidence , it was reiterated this morning by the President and by the Regents and I communicated this to the
press , in view of that, that Monday we would resume a
normal schedule and that teachers and students would be
expected to be there.
This is not a new policy.
This
is picking up our routine contractual relations for the
present semester.
Now that having been stated in the press, and if
tomorrow we wait until some decision comes out at four,
five , six, or seven o'clock tomorrow night and if we are
subject then to a new position to be stated, I submit we
have real difficulties.
It was along that line that I
was going to suggest that, and I was going +n support
the motion fully, that we have such a mee ing tomorrow
and that such meeting be continued. As a matter of fact,
I spent between -- last Wednesday night, between twelve
thirty and a quarter of four, and I do mean a.m. -- I
don't mean p.m. -- with a group of students talking about
this very matter. What we might do in response to the
need for some additional dimensions to the educational
experience on this campus? How can we improve? How can
we expand?
I was receptive to a number of suggestions.
I
was not receptive at that time, nor am I now, and that
doesn't mean it won't happen, to a complete reversal of
our proposed schedule for the rest of the semester on
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some assumption that a magic wand waved Sunday night would
suddenly turn this institution into a new kind of institution, well-ordered, effective in an entirely different
direction for the last two and a half weeks of this semester.
I did suggest, and I think this option is still
open, that in addition to and along with the regular schedule -- and I submit there are thousands of students who
must be considered in this and the obligations to thousands of students are important -- in addition to carrying out that obligation of those studies and the Faculty
members who in this audience today think what they are
doing for the rest of the semester is quite relevant in
due consideration of all those, we resume the regular
scl'lt.dule on Monday with the option that additional seminars,· ~dditional conferences starting tomorrow afternoon
on how it might best be handled with the space and
secretarial and support time provided, and I think this
can be done, to supplement and compl.tinent and be in addition to the regular thi~gs for the next three weeks.
ram not making the plea for this Faculty now
to debate it.
I am merely saying that as of twelve
o'clock noon and in the interim and on the television
tonight and tomorrow it will be said that classes are
going to be resumed on Monday morning and that teachers
and students are expected to attend.

it.

I don't want to get in the contractual part of
I would rather not get into that.

I think it was intimated in the amendment, Professor Drummond's motion, it was intimated but not said
that we would have classes Monday and Tuesday.
This was
commented on in the debate.
But it was not said specifically.
~
All I want to say, as of now the administration A..~ the Regentsjposition is that we will resume and that
even though a vote of this Faculty that we would not
start Monday morning, which might be to the contrary,
I think that becomes the sense of the Faculty to the
Regents and the Regents and the President would have to
make a different decision from what now exists.

I want to pose now for you what the possible
conflict could be, and if we go into tomorrow's meeting,
assuming that tomorrow's meeting leaves all options open,
and that we play like no such position has been stated,
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then we are fooling ourselves and we get into further
trouble. We will be~et with thousands and thousands of
phone calls, s tudents who were irritated, who were told
in the press Saturday and Sunday that they will meet on
Monday and they suddenly come, as many students have
already r e sente d, to classrooms where they thought
classes were to meet and they were not, for one reason or
another.
Incidentally, there is one group suing the University already for not carrying out its obligations along
this line. That is not expansive, but it's significant
because it represents a position which we must respect,
namely:
the students came this semester to do certain
things through May 30; if next semester we want to have
a different kind of university, and tell them that, then
I think they have a right to know it.
It was on this basis that I stated my position in
the early morning hours with this strike versus the no
strike committee last Wednesday, but whatever my opinions
are T merely am calling to your attention the present
position and to publicly announce a statement that we
shall resume Monday morning.
I am trying not to make it
an "either/or" but I am saying I think both are important
and I don't think it has to be an "either/or".
I would
like to be a part of trying to fit the two together.

tv-e>LP

Chester, this, in all due respect, I
appreciate your problem but in many ways the problem you
are in is also the problem we are in.
I am very weary of
the education, education under the conditions of the
politics of confrontation. There are any number of members of the Faculty here who could have told you that,
who could have told him at eleven forty-five that to
make a declaration of business as usual on Friday, or on
Monday, could take us right back where we were on Wednesday. We don't want back there.
Isn't there some way -some way that the decision can be held in abeyance until
such time as the corrunittees -TRAVELSTEAD It's possible, I think, that the
President and Regents would have to address themselves
to that question.
I merely am stating where we are now,
Tom.
WOLF
usual.

I don't think we have indicated business as
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TRAVELSTEAD

I didn't intend to.

WOLF No. You indicated the Faculty has gone on
record as establishing the broad committee which will
look at alternatives and supplementary, compl~mentary
positions in addition to the ordinary classroom.
I think
also in the original resolution that we passed today,
which was presented by the Policy Committee, it had the
sense of what you suggested and we might have that reread
-- I believe that's correct, that we would continue or
resume our regular activities and we modified that to say
these other things as well.
WOLLMAN You remember the amendment he was talking
about? It was assumed but not specifically stated.
I
believe we are talking about eliminating deadlines and
talking about deadlines, is that it? I am talking about
the amendment.
The Drummond resolution.
WOLF No, I am talking about the original Policy
Committee resolution.
PROFESSOR GREEN It said we will work towards -let me repeat that for you. We deeply regret that circumstances that created a crisis on campus and we will
w?r~sincerely toward the early reestablishment of educationN~ order and process at the University.
TRAVELSTEAD That's the spirit of it, yes.
I will
respond to any other questions.
I really am not suggesting any action now.
DOXTATOR The rest of us don't have any right,
but you, or any statement -- we are not all of a like mind
on this matter.
This needs to be clear. Some of us want
the University open Monday.
(Applause)
STUART Point of personal privilege. Being in
this group I would like to answer this, and probably
clear up some confusion.
I think it was the sense, not
only of the total Faculty but this little group here,
too, that we all want to have the University open as
soon as possible. What we are talking about is the flexible way in which it can be opened up where the training
courses that some people are concerned about and do teach
do not necessarily have to constrain those of us who have
different styles of teaching and certain different kinds
of subject matter; where appropriate, discussion with
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students would still be open.
I think in other words to
repeat, we are all for getting the damned place ·opened
again.
What we are talking about doing, what we are doing
is talking about getting it done, not only with unanimity
but with kindness and justice.
WOLLMAN

Sherman Smith has asked for the floor.

SMITH Being perfectly well aware that I am outranked by Mr. Cottrell, perhaps he should make the
announcement, but I don't think he will mind. We did
make contact with the Governor at your direction and we
told him that the Faculty had voted almost unanimously
to ask him to appear here.
He took note of what we said.
He knows where the meeting is.
I hope he will come.
There are some other things, Mr. Chairman, that
I have been wanting to say to you for two hours and if
you will bear with me for a little bit I would like to
make some comments about some of the events which transpired this week.
This commentary would, in the main,
be germane to debate on Professor Merkx's motion had
there been any debate on his motion.
But let me say a
few things.
I fully agree that to bring in the National
Guard was an egregious error.

of that?

WALKER Mr. Chairman, may I have a clarification
Was this the debate on Professor Merkx's motion?

SMITH This is not debate, no.
I said, Mr.
Walker, that some of what I am going to say I have asked
here permission to say to the Faculty, would have been
appropriate debate on Professor Merkx's motion had there
been debate.
WALKER

I beg your pardon.

SMITH I think it was an egregious error to bring
in the National Guard.
I think probably I could· say now
that Jack Cairns and ten of his officers could have
served the court order and cleared out the Union without
any help from even state police or city police.
I think
I know that now.
But I am dealing in terms of gifted
20-20 hindsight when I make that kind of a judgment.
A FACULTY MEMBER
told you that then.

Half of the Faculty could have
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MERKX

We told Ferrel Heady that the night before.

SMI TH I do think there are Faculty who were involved with the students who could have predicted t h at
this would have been the outcome, but I do not think that
anyone can predict that kind of matter with certainty .
That's one thing I wanted to say.
Specifically , with respect to the flag which Mr.
Merkx mentioned, t h at request came in early. President
Heady took cognizance of it. Captain Brown of the Naval
R.O.T.C. phoned to say this is an internal matter within
the judgment of the local administration. President and
Doctor Lavender will bear me out, directed immediately
that following a usual protocol the flag would be flown
at half staff until twelve noon and after -- full staff
through the afternoon.
This contented neither those who
wanted it at half staff all the time nor those who wanted
it at full staff all the time. But that was the order.
It was violated by a number of persons who took it up
on themselves to try to take the flag down , put it up,
cut the ropes, and so on.
Now with respect to communication with the students, I tell you of my own knowledge that the President
was in communication with representatives of the students
who identified themselves as such no less than fifteen
times over two days.
A FACULTY MEMBER
SMITH

Why didn't he go to .the Union?

He did.

(Several members were calling for order)
SMITH The leadership of the group in the Union
shifted hourly. You have heard from two -- three students this afternoon who, at one time or another, said
that they were the leaders. These were at different
times. Now all day -A FACULTY MEMBER Point of order.
minute rule pertain to this discussion?
WOLLMAN
MERKX
WOLLMAN

Sure does.
It sure pertains to it.
Time keeper?

Does the five
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STUMPF

It's been his five minutes and then some.

WOLLMAN
SMITH

We will give you one more minute, sir.
I ask that the rule be waived.

WOLLMAN

Requested that the rule be waived.

(Seconds)
WOLLMAN
It is waived.

Those in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed?

SMITH Thank you.
I am not trying to argue, I
am trying to give you some information.
The leadership of the group in the Union was
very mobile.
It shifted.
I know what I am talking
about because I went to the Union myself any number of
times.
I tried to help students who were marshals and
who were trying to· organize the situation. So did several
other members of the administration.
(At this point the reporter learned it was
Professor Brisk who was interrupting throughout this talk)
SMITH On Thursday, shor.tly after noon, at my own
urging, there was a corporate administrative decision
that we ought to try every feasible means of working out
the situation in the Union through student government
channels. The President's Crisis Committee, which consists of the vice presidents and presidents of both student government organizations, two other students, Doctor
Lavender, and others were there. The situation in the
Union was out of hand and was intolerable. The students
went back to see through what student government channels
they could go about it . The President of the Student
Union convened the Board and asked it for a reading. The
Union Board voted that the Union should continue on a
twenty-four-hour basis as a matter of consideration to
the protesters who wanted to keep headquarters open an
around-the- clock basis in connection with the demonstration against the war, Cambodia and the Kent State matter.
It was agreed that this would be done by the administration. The proposal was rejected out-of-hand by those
Who were in control of the Union.
As late as five o'clock, five fifteen yesterday
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afternoon in my hearing the President of the University
was on the telephone to the President of the Associated
Students, who was in the Union, to ask him if those in
the Union would accept an arrangement whereby the Faculty
Policy Committee and the Union Board would be in charge.
The President of the Associated Students at that point
said "no, it will not", and hung up.
Now I tell you these things to indicate that all
manner of patient efforts were made throughout a period of
two or three days.
I am aware and I am grateful for the
efforts of the Faculty who interested themselves in the
matter and tried to bring about reconciliation on Friday,
but people have been working on this problem already for
the better part of two days and if we are going to
accuse some of us of not being interested then we have to
think about who was interested when.
Thank you.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN Professor Merkx asked for the floor
first, then Professor Meiers and then Professor Rudisill
and Professor Beckel.
ME RKX I think that proves that Vice President
Smith's account of what happened is certainly one-sided.
I don't think it takes account of a lot of other things
that were going on and does not take account the spirit
of the students.
PROFESSOR CAMPBELL
you, Gil?
MERKX

You're not one-sided, are

Was that you, Jack?

CAMPBELL

Yes.

MERKX I speak for myself. My side is not the
same as Sherman Smith's and I would like to present my
side.
WOLLMAN All right, let's have order.
have a two-way debate.

Let's not

MERKX There was not only a lot of shifting of
leadership on the side of the students, there was
apparently a lot of shifting of leadership on the side of
the administration.
(Applause)
A number of times Faculty members, myself included,
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thought that we had worked out a compromise that would be
very easy to settle this thing. We go over to the a dministration and hear one set of administrati on requirements;
a short time later those administration departments would
have shifted. An example is the night before at t wo or
three times I personally thought this thing had b een
settled and we could negotiate a compromise, and once its
compromise was the s tudents leaving for two hours and t hat
was eventually accepted by the students. But by the time
Ferrel Heady came to speak there was no promi se of going
back in the building. It was not t wo hours, it was the
next morning and the students don't trust or believe
Ferrel Heady.
I don't either a n d t hat' s the reason I
presented that thing of no confidence.
Now another time and a delegation was includ ed,
Professor Drummond a nd about thirty professors, we went
over and offered to serve as marshals ourselves to make
peaceful transition of the Sub. The President seemed
very receptive. A half hour later, or an hour later,
police are on the campus.
I was so sure t h at we were
going to achieve a resolution I went home and went to
bed and missed the actual arrival of the National Guard.
Another time that this seemed close to resol u tion
came when President -- there's so many times in this
thing that this could have been turned off it could have
even stopped and it was not stopped by the fact that the
President was not flexible.
He set dead lines. He issued
ultimatums and his primary concern, and if you don't
believe me I suggest you ask the other Faculty members
that spoke with the President for example on Thursday
night, President Heady's primary concern d id not seem to
me in resolving the issue of the crisis on campus and
coming to grips or communicating with the students, but
r~ther was his own authority and that is simply not that
kind of an attitude that works in 1970. The Presidents
have to communicate with their students and they h ave to
be open to responses.
They have to be will ing to have
go-betweens and so forth.
The students were so positive
about President Heady when on Thursday he came in and
spoke to them, or perhaps it was Friday and came in the
Sub, he was given a standing ovation by the students b ecause they thought at last the President h ad come to
~alk to us and they knew he had sent t he letter to Presid~nt Nixon. They thought he was going -- that he was
going to say he was on our side and work out some kind of
a comprom,ise. He refused to resolve to any students
questions when the students would leave the Union pursuant
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to the court order and you could see standing in that
audience the spirit of the students drop.
I think if
President Heady had walked up to the mike and said,
"kids, I am for you but give me a chance that that is my
responsibility," I think they would have left the Sub at
that moment.
But when President Heady finished speaking
and refused to answer a number of questions that the students were directing to him, the students turned off and
when he finished, just like that, the crowd went from
cheering him to booing him.
The man
STUMPF

Time.

MERKX -- the man is a competent administrator,
he's a fair conductor of Faculty meetings, but he's out
of touch with realities of what university life is like.
Now you can't inspire respect in him and a larger numb er because of the fact, not the future, but he shouldn't
be president because people who manage to obey the orders
of the Regents and fulfill their responsibilities and
the same time command respect of everybody on campus and
I don't think President Heady has a personality that is
suitable.
STUMPF
floor.

WOLLMAN

Time.
He stopped.

Professor Brisk has the

PROFESSOR BRISK I am Bill Brisk and I teach in
P0 litic'al science department.
I think at the moment our
debate is perhaps more therapeutic than anything else.
Obviously we are debating without ' motions and I am going
to use this opportunity as well as my brothers of different persuasion.
I think the reason that I am doing this
is because I feel moved by Vice President Smith's rather
g:atuitous remarks, not because I disagree necessarily
with the presentation and the utility of it, but because
1 think as our -- our Regents have indicated, I think
that they have missed the very )fen~ al question and I
would like to pose it to you in terms of the particular
issue that brings us here today.
The issue is not, frankly, to me at least,
Whether or not you use or sanction proper or improper
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force.
It was an error of judgment of far greater character and it is simply this: if we take our logic I think
we find it rather convoluted. You said that for various
legal and academic reasons it was essential for t he
Regents to take hold of the Student Union · Building on
Friday evening in order to bring classes and peace on
Monday morning. Now I would like to suggest two things
on this:
the first is simply that, to my knowledge, the
Student Union's purpose during this weekend is not in the
control of the Regents and is principally to sell candy
bars and pipe cleaners and it has no academic purpose
that I can see and the utility of the phrase the university mission and control of the Sub, to me, is both
illogical and ill timed, considering the events of last
night.
(Applause)
The second point -- the second point, if I might,
is simply this:
that it was the -- it was the President
of this university and the Governor of this university
that closed the campus on Wednesday afternoon.
It was
not the Faculty. We were not consulted. It was not the
students. Neither a majority of students or minority of
students who closed the campus. Yet you came here and
you tell us and explain your actions for the last t wo
days in terms of absolute necessity of acting on Friday
in order to bring classes -- to bring classes to a head
on Monday.
Let me suggest where your actions fail and where
the President's actions particularly fail.
On Wednesday it was announced that two students
of this university had been suspended from all university
activities, and yet the President failed to use what
most of this Faculty here assembled would have agreed to,
and that is legitimate police authority to make those non
students non students.
It is here that I think the President has demonstrated his incapacity to lead, either for
one side of this question or for the other. It is for
this reason that I think that the Faculty does want and
should consider the propriety of Mr. Heady remaining our
President.
WOLLMAN

Mr. Rudisill.

RUDISILL Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First I would
like to apologize to the assembled body for my temper earlier in the day. What I want to make clear, that was not
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merely a display.
I think I understood more completely
at that moment than I ever have in my academic career the
nature of the frustration which the students must inevitably feel when they cannot even rationally be heard.
My next point, however, I want -- (applause)
I want to
thank Vice President Smith for being willing to be as
open as he was.
There were certain facts which he opened
that I was not aware of and that I am grateful to have
them. But I would like to suggest that certain of these
facts betray a short-term consideration of this problem.
I grant that while President Heady may well have
had fifteen meetings in two or three days and many of
the rest of the administration may have been working
extremely hard to defuse a troubled situation, that it all
comes rather after-the-fact. What I believe I can tell
you with some authority from at least one sector of the
campus that I have communication with, a rather fractionated one , one that is not particularly able to be clearly
verbal because it is either not particularly verbal to
begin with or because it is not particularly experienced,
but it is this, that there has constantly been a very
long time on this campus the feeling that, "all right,
the administration is concerned with us, with the problems we feel.
It may not agree with us, but at least we
think it might be possible."
Yet we can cite over and over times when it has
mistimed or when it has completely not accepted the
opportunity to demonstrate a human relational concern.
In particular I would like to suggest that when
President Heady, and whoever else was part of the decision, agreed to giving an hour and a half of university
time for a memorial service for the Kent students, it
shocked me when I was present to discover that no member of the administration and no member of the Faculty
narticipated from the rostrum.
It wasn't necessary that
President Heady come and say, "I totally agree with you,
1 support your demands," but I think it shocked a lot of
People to realize that even though the formal approval
was given, thus making this a university situation,
there was not enough personal concern to say, "I, too,
am moved." We were shown that President Heady was moved
by the telegram he sent to President Nixon.
It's sad,
0 wever, it is by indirection that the students, and
lndeed often the Faculty, are given an indication of
th.
is kind of concern.

?
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Finally I would like to add since I believe that
all of us are deeply concerned, I plead above all else,
and I know myself how difficult it may be because I have
the temper, I would plead for just a little more flexibility on all our parts to imagine the reality of what
the students see and feel.
We may not agree with it, but
for heaven's sake, and for peace's sake, let's listen to
it.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Professor Beckel has the floor.

PROFESSOR BECKEL Beckel, Department of Physics.
I would like to place in juxtaposition t wo of the decisions we have taken here this afternoon. One of the
first ones we did was to commend the students who were
in the Student Union.
The second decision we took was
not to commend the students who left on Wednesday afternoon. Now I think -GREEN
the motion.
BECKEL

Point of order.

I don't believe that was

The motion was to refer, but we did

commend
GREEN There was first -- the first one there
was no mention of commending.
BECKEL Oh, yes, there was. We commended students
for non-violent response who went to the Union.
A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

Not for going in the Union.

Let's have order.

BECKEL So what we have juxtaposed are then a
Combination by use of the students, a lack of commendation of the students who left on Wednesday .
To me there's
a very clear message. Were I a student, there's a very
clear message.
I am troubled by this lack of balance,
regardless of what we meant on an individual motion.
There is a lack of balance , and it troubles me.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN Mr. Beck~l, b efore you give up t he floor
do you want to make a motion?
BECKEL

Well, all right, let me make -- I would

Other Motions
and Comments
re the Closing
of the
University

5/9/70, p. 85

like to make a motion that we commend the students on
Wednesday -- this is in part Professor Koschmann's first
part of his message -- would you read that and perhaps
I would request that -(Several Faculty members were calling "no")
BECKEL Then let me make a motion that we commend
the students who on Wednesday left at the request of the
President, left the campus peacefully.
(There were several seconds)
MERKX That was already contained in a motion
this body has referred to committee and that's simply
out of order to have the same motion.
WOLLMAN

We cannot cover the same motion twice.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Yes, it can be reintroduced.

BECKEL That was part of three things, all of
wh ich were tabled.
WOLLMAN

Can I ask the Parliamentarian for a

ruling?
VAN GRABER Mr. Chairman, I would say that we
referred those to committee, but his motion is not the
same. Although it does contain some of the same sense,
if this body wishes to deal with that motion I think it
is perfectly in order for this body to do it, if it gets
a second.
(There were several seconds)
motion.

WOLLMAN

I accept the ruling.

Please state your

BECKEL All right, changing each time, I imagine:
1 move that we commend the students, who on Wednesday
left the campus at the request of President Heady, who
left non-violently.
WOLLMAN

Has it been seconded?

(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN

Is there discussion on the motion?

Now
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let me point out that I have a list of thirteen names here
of people who have indicated that they desire to speak.
I can go down tha t list wi th reference to this motion or
I can create a new list on this motion.
A FACULTY MEMBER

A new list.

WOLLMAN How many who are on the old list want
me to create a new list?
A FACULTY MEMBER
after this motion.

I would like to speak first

WOLLMAN I can't keep track of that. I will ask
for people who want to speak on the motion and I will
ignore any more motions.
WOLF I am reminded of this motion the comment
that a colleague of mine, Professor Rhodes made in a
meeting of this Faculty last fall; that it's the sort of
motion I don't see how anyone can oppose it.
It seems
t o me that Professor Beckel has pointed out the incons istency o f this group.
It's a matter that 's puzzled
me very strongly this afternoon. We are willing to
praise people for behaving in a moderate and non-violent
way, although they are breaking the law. Now I happen to
be one 0£ those people, Arnold, that was over there y esterday trying to prevent bloodshed and I am not in s ympathy with their illegal behavior and I think this is the
first time they know that.
I did not want anybody hurt.
I do not want this university closed down and I want the
People who do obey the rules and who do honor their
commitments to be able to do that.
I support this wholeheartedly and I think it would be a tragedy if the Faculty
does not pass this.
(Applause)
CAROL LAZORIK I don't think it makes any difference whether you pass this or not.
I have observed t h e
Faculty today and I guess I am getting emotional, too.
T~eat this problem like it's treated all the others.
First you create another frigging committee and then you
s ay a few hail welfare fellows and you are all off to
Your homes again.
I don't think it makes a damn whether
You Pass this or not. You haven't taken a stand on anyth.
ing today. You haven't addressed yourselves to the
Prob lem. You are sitting there making motions and resolutions and Ferrel Heady came in here and told you that the
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position was stated at twelve o'clock, before this
Faculty ever met, and there isn't anything that you are
going to say or do that . is going to change that.
But just so that you can
I don't know. I don't
know. I don't know why you are doing it.
I shouldn't
assume to know why you are doing it, but you have created
your committees. Say a few more hail wells and then go
home.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

All right, Mr. Hogg has the floor.

HOGG I do oppose this. You are presuming
right off that you called the strike. You didn't have
anything to do with the strike. Students called the
strike. We didn't want to go home. We wanted to talk
about Cambodia. We wanted to stay here and argue, discuss. We in no way wanted to go home. So the students
went home early, took a vacation. That's easy to do.
That's a lot of fun.
The people that stayed here,
whether you agree with what they did or not, we are
discussing the issues. They didn't turn t h eir back
to it.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Joel Bernstein.

JOEL BERNSTEIN I am going to say something
f irst so you don't think I am terribly presumptuous.
For the past three years I have been an Assistant
Professor of American studies at the University of
Virginia.
I have been director of American studies program there, so I understand it from the Faculty point of
View and let me say this, that your Faculty is just as
despicable in your conduct as the Faculty I was just a
Part of. The myopic quality of this was unbelievable
to me. You people don't understand what's going on
outside.
I don't think you give one swift sh it what
happens out there.
I want to read you something and
You -A FACULTY MEMBER

Speak for yourself, Joel.

BERNSTEIN All right, maybe I am speaking for
myself but you just try and listen once. All right.
There is another -- there are other issues here, wheth er
~r not y ou condemn or you approve o f any thing, th e re are
is sues here. For example, there's the student strikers.
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You know what it deals with? It deals with the workers
that went out on strike in support of us and the students
staying out on strike to support them. These are human
issues. We don't give a damn about the property. We
are interested in human rights. When we asked yesterday
to work out a compromise, we have been lied to here this
morning by members of the administration. YOu don't want
to listen to the students. We worked out a compromise
yesterday, that thing about the Union and who was going
to run the Union and it was approved by a Union Board of
Governors because I was there.
I carried it by hand
over to Ferrel Heady's office -- house, I am sorry -- and
he took it. He had promised me in advance that they would
do -- put that standing order in abeyance. The students
were peacefully assembled waiting for that to be resolved
and the bust came. Now whether or not he intentionally
deceived us or whether or not he didn't have the authority
to do it, he should have known what his authority was.
He should have known what his limits are.
Now the Faculty here has been unresponsive and
you are now telling -- having committees tell the students what they are going to do about this strike and I
am going to tell you right now, because I went outside
to hear what the students had to say and before I came
in here and I can tell you to kiss it off because they
are going to do what they think is best until you listen
to them.
WOLLMAN I have the following in order:
Professor Jones, Rosenzweig, Professor Norman, and next
will be Professor Jones.
PROFESSOR JONES Earlier a comment was made that
we never have two sides of the issue.
I think as long as
we have a spokesman from one side and a spokesman from
the other side we never get two sides of the issue.
Last year -- this is personal background for
thirty seconds -- last year I was paid in addition to
being Assistant Professor to function as administrative
assistant to a chancellor. My primary responsibility
being that of working in crises such as this one.
Hence my involvement automatically, responsively to this
situation this year.
I would say that my sympathies, both rationally
and emotionally, lie with those students at this time
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because from the very beginning last Tuesday our administration has done nothing right in terms of previous
experience of other campuses. It's very rational state ment. You flood it with literature, a crisis situation
on campus, and look at the literature wh ich I assume our
Regents and our President did, but now I am sure they don't.
I am sure they cannot have read that literature and not
have studied the experience of crisis situations on
other c ampuses and performed in the manner that they have
for the past four weeks on that level.
Also, as a Faculty member, in terms of that
literature and last year's experience, I am highly insulted at the way the Faculty has been treated through
this whole thing and again my sympathies are with the
students and the Faculty who support those students who
feel that our university is not being run the way a university should be run in the year 1970. Thank you.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Professor Rosenzweig has the floor.

ROSENZWEIG Point of information .
If we are
opening this up the general discussion that went on before so we can speak to anything, I would like my name
switched to this one.
WOLLMAN

I will put your name on this list.

RUDISILL Point of information. Could we, since
it's been quite a while, check on the status of the
Governor's po tential visit?
STUMPF

He's gone.

ROSENZWEIG
STUMPF
WOLLMAN
has gone.

Well he

May I answer that?
He's gone.

You said that.

The Governor

WALKER

Do we know this for sure?

STUMPF

Several students saw his car leave the

campus.
WOLLMAN

Professor Rosenzweig.
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ROSENZWEIG This last bit of news I don't think
pertains any more than it did before or less to anything
I have to say.
I have been sitting here very quietly
getting more and more troubled.
I, frankly, feel very
appreciative to those students who spoke last and who,
unfortunately, left. He has stated much more harshly
than I would state my whole sense of frustration and disappointment in what I have seen at this Faculty meeting.
We h ave heard accusations that the President does not
listen to the students. We have heard various accusations
about who doesn't listen to wh o, or whom -- I am a little
mixed on my English -- but I see that we h aven't been
doing very much listening to ourselves. Every time an
important question has come up there has been a rush to
table it. There has been a rush for calling the question so that we can vote it without discussing it.
I
have fo und this extremely frustrating and extremely
distressing.
Now I am not going to make any motions because
it seems that as soon as we make a motion we get into
a state of utter confusion.
I am very sorry to say
that I am one of the majority of Faculty members who
was either in his office or at home or out of town
during the last few days and didn't go any where near
the Union to sound the pulse of what was going on there.
I see some Faculty members here who are diametrically opposed to others.
I think both groups are
probably overreacting to the situation. I am simply
going to state what I plan to do on Monday morning, or
tomorrow if anybody wants me to get involved, or if I
can get involved.
I intend on Monday, on Tuesday, for the rest of
the semester, to be available for my classes and to students for whatever kind of interaction they feel is
important. Now I teach in a department in which the subject matter is not particularly relevant to the issues
that are bothering the students who have expressed t h ems~lves here. Many others are in that same kind of
situation. It is rather difficult, I imagine, to discuss
the war in Cambodia in a class in electrical engineering. On the other hand I hope that professors in such
departments as mine will be willing to give of whatever
they may feel sufficient value of whatever the students
may feel is of value and I think this is our function as
a un·iversity. we can't shut the doors. We can't open
them in some arbitrary fashion.
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I am in complete agreement at this point with the
student who expressed the view that there is nothing that
we can do in the matter in the course of this one afternoon that will be a joint action that will have any significance.
I think we have to feel this.
I, personally,
intend to be available to any student on any subject at
any time.
It' s perhaps whatever lesson I may have
learned out of what happened.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN

Colonel DeWitt.

DEWITT Not too long ago when Professor Koschmann
was discussing his motion he mentioned the fact that he
had a petition from two thousand students and was immediately challenged on that point. We have been talking
here for hours about students, students in the Student
Union Building, and the question has occurred to me many,
many times -- I ~now the estimated size of this student
body; it's just about how many students are we really
talking about who were in the Student Union Building?
Now for not much longer I will be a member of this
Faculty, probably. What I have seen here today disappoints me, too.
I feel that I do have a sense of
what an awful lot of the students on this campus want
and I also think of a point that was just made, a very
valid one, in that there are many, many disciplines
represented here. There are many, many different
things that must be done in certain classes and perhaps in others a professor might be able to do something else.
I have heard one thing, I guess I have
heard it once I have heard it a hundred times since
I have been here, the professor does have freedom, academic freedom in his own classroom and if he would devote that time and discuss this problem in any way or
helping the students as opposed to whatever else he
thinks may be the more valuable, or after getting their
feelings on the matter, then I think this issue definitely would be his prerogative. But, again, I think
we are talking about an awful lot of people here . We
are talking about an awful lot of students and when
we say "students" we should be more careful. We should
be more careful, I think, of who we are talking about.
The point made by the gentleman that we should go on
record in some way of also conunending the vast majority
of the student body may be like practicing motherhood,
and it would be hard to take a position against.
That
might very well be true. But let me summarize what we
have done: we have gone on record against the excessive
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use of violence, we have gone on record as commending
the peaceful reaction to that violence by small numbers of our students. I don't think we can leave the
room without also going on record and giving some
expression of the conduct of the others. Again, I get
back to before -- though I would like to support his
motion, or something similarly worded. Finally and
simply I would say that we should be concerned again.
I think I will use the word students once more. We
should concern, be concerned with them. I disagreed,
by the way , with the evaluation of the gentleman who
spoke.
I don't put myself in that category, but there
are many, many students -- he used one -- and there are
a few in this room that were a few -- there were a
few in the Student Union Building and there are many,
many more and I don't see how we can go without that
Monday morning unless it's decided by the University
not to have classes we should have them. And with the
professor being allowed within his academic freedom to
do what he wants and the other proposal that has been
put forth here , try and get together in small groups or
in small organized groups.
WOLLMAN

I am sorry

A FACULTY MEMBER

There is a motion over here.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Move the question .

WOLLMAN It's been moved that we have the previous question voted.
Is there a second?
A FACULTY MEMBER

Second.

WOLLMAN All those in favor of moving the pre vious question indicate by "aye"; opposed "no". The
motion is carried.
We will now vote on Professor Beckel's motion.
Professor Beckel, do you want to restate that motion?
BECKEL

Can the secretary do that, please?

DURRIE The motion is that we commend the students who, on Wednesday, left the campus non-violently
at the request of President Heady.
WOLLMAN

You have all heard the motion.

Those

5/9/70, p. 93

in favor indicate by
is carried.

II

aye 11

PROFESSOR STEGER

;

opposed "no".

The motion

Mr. Chairman, I believe I asked

before
WOLLMAN
list now.

Yes.

I will revert back to my other

DOXTATOR I would like to make a comment before
introducing a motion based on what I have heard this
afternoon.
I am concerned that there was some judgment
exercised by the administration and the Regents. There
were some steps taken.
There was some thought involved
in students' welfare and the welfare of different organizations and it seems to me that the main culprit at the
moment appears to be the gentleman who isn't able to be
with us.
In view of what I have heard I would like to
make the following motion, that the Faculty of the
University of New Mexico commend the Regents and the
University administration for such steps as they were
able to take and did take to protect students and property in the recent and very difficult period of time
in which the University was closed.
(There were several seconds)
MERKX Point of order. I believe that's precisely
my motion, which was on the other side; therefore, that
was tabled.
DOXTATOR That was not Professor Merkx's motion.
My motivations are different.
WOLLMAN I cannot rule that these are the same
motions and, therefore, I think we shall vote on this
motion separately.
It's been moved and seconded.
Is
there any discussion on this motion?
MERKX I would like to give as an example the
administration's concern for the welfare of its students,
that they did not contact a single doctor. They made
no provisions whatsoever for medical attention. The only
medical services that were available when the National
Guard and police were used were those that were -- the
fact that Doctor Garcia just happened to be on campus and
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three medical students happened to be there, this administration which is willing to use force to get non-violent
students off campus didn't care enough to be sure the
medical personnel were available.
As a result when the
first people were stabbed and there's a trail of blood which
winds from one side of the Union clear around to where the
bell tower is, when the first people were lying there
bleeding and people ran to call ambulances, no ambulance
would come because the ambulance services had been told
that this is off limits now; the National Guard are there
and so forth and the doctor had to leave and use the
facilities and i t was an effort to get the doctor there.
This administration did not see fit when this -- when
they saw fit to use violence to have an ambulance there
in case the force they used caused injuries.
That's how
much this administration cares for its students.
The
students were not violent, the administration was.
I move to table this motion.
DRUMMOND Gil, as a point of personal privilege,
some of these people who need to be at a meeting tomorrow
are asking me where the meeting will be and when, and
there's been a change in it. Would you mind if, before
we do that, if I announce it? The students have asked
that the meeting be at one o'clock rather than nine thirty
in order that they may contact the students so it will be
at one o'clock.
And we hope it will be -COTTRELL

In the New Mexico Union.

DRUMMOND

In the Union.

The Union will be open .

(Applause)
WOLLMAN
There has been a motion to table, which
has been seconded.
It's not debatable .
Mr. Merkx.
MERKX
Mr. Chairman, other people said they
wanted to talk about that, so I will withdraw that motion.
WOLLMAN If you will do so, Mr. Bransford is
next on my list and then Mr. Walker.
BRANSFORD I will make it, since it is not on
this particular issue, there I would like to be first on
the next list .
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WOLLMAN

You will take your chances on the next

one.
NORMAN Point of information:
r. Chairman, was
my name on the list? I have had my hand up for an hour.
WOLLMAN
NORMAN

You are down as number fifth.
I want to speak to Doctor Doxtator's

motion.
WOLLMAN

Yes, that's what we are debating now.

WALKER I was one of the persons who was in the
Union on Friday and the two days before, and I talked
with President Heady about twice each day and I met with
the Regents where I was allowed to come into the Regents
meeting one time before the guard got here.
I rushed
down just after the guards got here.
I make no claim to be objective
A FACULTY MEMBER
to accompany you?

Would you like to have a violin

(There was general yelling for the Faculty member
to shut up)
(There was a loud commotion and calling for order
by the Chairman)
WALKER I would be glad to have a violin, guitar ,
anything else.
I don't claim to be objective in this.
I tend to take the student's position, but trying to be
as objective as I can, I say . to you, the students, and
they shouldn't have been in the Union, but I told them
that and the students maintained an honor among thieves
~hat any of you can be proud of, and honor among thieves
is a terriblv important thing.
Most lawyers learn that,
I guess; terrible to have to deal with thieves who are
not honorable.
The University, President Heady, on the other
hand, was a rigid man who was out of touch with the situation. When I talked with him, and once when I talked
w·
lth the Regents, I pleaded with them, why would the students have to be removed from the Union? Because this:
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in view of the Kent State, it could be calculated to bring
on tragedy.
It was just as reprehensible to bring in the
state and city police as it was to call in the National
Guard.
(Applause)
When my five minutes is up wil l y ou
tell me?
STUMPF

We will tell you.

WALKER I want to tell you the response I got. My
evaluation of it when I asked this question. The students
have to be removed from the Union because it has to b e
cleaned.
Well, the Union, let me assure you, was cleaner
than I usually see it, and there might have been some
leaks on the floor, there might have been some, g oodness
knows what, but I submit to you that in a week the Union
probably generally has a leak on the floor.
Well, all right, we have to be there because the
Regents have to be.
You notic P this is rigidity -- have
to be, must, can't, not tolerable, et cetera, et cetera.
The Regents have to be in control of t h is pie ce o t territory.
I said, "well, now, you know, you can't -- within
this context, within the situation of what's happening in
Kent State, et cetera, et cetera, you can back down from
that. This is not an enormous erosion of your authority."
"Well, the Union has to be cleaned."
It gets pretty secular and rigid and I am pretty
damned bitter about it because -- not just because I
spent three days being there, I am trying to tell you
that when we tried to consider these matters and decide
what the Faculty should do, but you should be aware that
You need to participate in providing the leadership role
at least in my opinion, because I don't think we can
rely on the leadership of President Heady, that he is
Providing in the situation.
I honestly don't think we
can.
If I have a second left I want to address myself
to one other point. When we are talking about reopening
th~ University and not being rigid there, trying to make
unique responses to people, one thing at least we are
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talking about is arranging special studies for the students who don't want any more participation in the bullshit we give them.
(Applause)
I was kind of thoughtful about Professor
Rosenzweig's speech, in his offering of what he intended
to do.
I will tell you what I intend to do:
I intend to
meet with my people at the regular time when I can, the
first of the week, and talk with them.
I intend to
arrange special study groups, for as many of them as need
be, who are going to require that, for as many of them who
become so emotionally upset over Cambodia, et cetera, et
cetera, that they cannot sit down and study.
I will tell
you one reason that I wasn't in my office working : I tried
it between trips to the Union and trips to the President
Heady's office.
I went down to my desk and I sat there.
I just couldn't make myself think about the impropriety of
the use of full freight and credit as a criterion for the
choice of law.
And there are students here.
There are
students that -WOLLMAN
WALKER
(Applause).
WOLLMAN

Time.
-- that can't think about that, either.

Professor Graham.

JOHN GRAHAM My name is John Graham and I am in
the Department of Psychiatry.
I would like to say that
I think the debate this afternoon is based on the
premise that there is an answer.
I do not think that
there is.
There is no simple answer, if any answer at
all, and I think it's an impossible situation.
It's
impossible because we have opposites, both of which must
be right.
Both sides bringing in their points to prove
that they are right when, in fact, we know what will
happen. There will be a winner and a loser, or two
losers. Choose the one that best answers.
Choose the
one best answer.
At this particular point I would think it
appropriate that we focus the discussion, or at least try
to get more information, on things which I feel are outside of the realm of this particular debate, or at least
a lot of it.
I think we are attempting to control the
situation here at the University, which is the result of
things out of control outside of the University.
I
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think we have been told amply this afternoon that the
administration was out of control, in fact a decision was
made to bring the National Guard in. They were not informed and they already had procedures running, which
they thought would be appropriate.
I would, therefore, ask if the President of the
Board of Regents might speak and tell us what did transpire in their meeting with the Governor this afternoon,
and following that if it seems appropriate, to suggest
that we go to the Governor and try and find out if he
will not come to us.
(Applause)
WOLLMAN Before I ask any members of t he Board
of Regents to respond, there are a number of people who
have asked for the f loo.r and I would like to give at
least some of them an opportunity. Mr. Kelly.
KEVIN KELLY My name is Kevin Kelly.
I am
currently the president of the Intra-fraternity Council,
which has no bearing here today. Primarily I am a
student. I am paying my own way through school by
scrubbing floors on Saturday. I am not the typical
Greek, and I don't have a car. I am dating a girl
but I don't have money to take her out, either.
Primarily the reason I am here is because I am
a student. I think a lot of t h ings have been overlooked
today.
I think a lot of people have brought out good
points.
I think the gentleman that just made the point
of it being an impossible situation, I think we can
prove him wrong.
I think -- (Applause) -- I think
there can be two winning sides instead of one losing and
one winning side. Why does everybody have to be on a
side where these gentlemen right here, or the gentleman
over there, that are completely opposing views and have
been since one o'clock and probably have been since this
university started -- (applause ) -- why do we have to be
so selfish? How many times are we going to kick that
horse until we find out it's dead?
The mistakes were made this past week, and they
are mistakes. some people will remember them. Some
P~ople have physical scars to remember them . But the
mistakes were made. We have maybe here in this room
fifteen students, maybe less. We wouldn't be here if
We weren't interested.
I , maybe as a student, can see the point of the
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Faculty but why does everybody have to win?
everybody have to lose? I cannot see it.

Why does

I want to get -- I want to come here and get an
education, but I am also concerned about what this gentle man over here brought up, too. The students at this university don't know what's going on. I would say eighty- five
percent of the student body -- correct me if I am wrong
does not know what's going on in this university righ t
now because they really don't care. I wou ld say it is
our place, you as a Faculty and I as a student, to let
these people know what is going on here at the University
of New Mexico.
I think that the place and I think that
the time has come to let these gentlemen over here t h at
feel one way and these gentlemen over here, or over h ere,
the members of the Faculty and student body, stand together like we did for a little bit on Wednesday, May sixth.
We don't all agree with each other, we never wi ll, but
we are here. None of us wouldn't be here. YOu wouldn't
be here, you probably would not be here but on vacations
or in another town or another state, teaching some place
else, or maybe in another job, if you weren't interested
in education. But I agree with Professor Marx, there are
more important matters -- (laughter) -- Merkx, excuse me.
I dropped out of his class the first week.
I also agree with Mr. Koverman. I had a meeting
last night and I don't think I persoally, and a lot of
other interested people, have been to bed since t h is
whole thing began.
I can drop it right now.
I mean,
without making one difference, but I agree with Professor
Koschmann -- that's right -- he might call me a radical
and liberal, all combined in one , but I think there are
students that want to come back to school, to class, but
I think there's a time and place for everything and I
think that time has come . Thank you .
WOLLMAN There were some questions addressed to
~he Board of Regents.
Mr. Ortega said he would be gl ad
to answer any specific questions and tell you what
occurred at this last meeting, if you would wish to. I
can introduce Mr . Ortega at this point instead of going
down my list .
(There was a calling of "yes")
ORTEGA

We didn't start out the meeting right

Mr. Ortega's
Report of
Regents' Meeting with Governor Cargo
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immediately because we had to wait for Governor Cargo,
who some way or another hadn't found the particular
room.
I don't blame him, we couldn't find it, either, for
a while and Regent Wolf was trying to locate him.
In any
event, when we started we had quite a group of students,
and also townspeople. We discussed a number of things
and I waited until Marion Cottrell came back with the
sense of the Faculty on the resumption of c lasses on Mon day and supplemented by special programs t h at might be
involved pursuant to the motion of Professor Drummond,
which I understand was passed.
So the Regents then resolved that the Universi t y
commence classes on Monday in t h e normal course and
supplemented by whatever discussions and forums for discussion or other supplemental instruction might be suggested by this committee that will be establish ed, or that
will work under Professor Drummond's motion, and that was
passed unanimously.
Governor Cargo was then questioned by someone in
the audience, many of whom were students, about the
guard, naturally.
The question about who ordered the
guard was answered.
Governor Cargo explained, and if I
am incorrect, Norris, be sure and correct me -- explained
that the chief of the state police went to him, or
called him -- any way communicated with him the fact of
this hearing on the restraining order that he was going
to take up -- that is Judge Larrazolo -- and asked if
the Governor might not have the guard available if it became necessary.
And on that basis the Governor did agree
and did order the guard, which apparently was then placed
Under the jurisdiction of the chief of the state police.
I ~ was very clear, because I definitely wanted to establish by asking and pointing out that neither the president of this university nor any member of the Board of
Regents asked for the guard.
And the Governor answered in
the affirmative, that that was true.
That neither t h e
President nor any members of the Regents, nor the Board

of Regents, which is as i~cated to you earlier, but I
Wanted the Governor to co

r'C)

rate that.

I'..

The questions concerning the bayonets were asked,
naturally, and different explanations were given and I
don't know whether I am capable of explaining exactly
Why the bayonets were fixed except that that is the normal Procedure employed by the guard in this situation.
1 . think that's essentially the information that I can
give you on that.
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HOYT Mr. Ortega, don't you think the Governor
might have at least notified you that the guard were coming in view of the crisis?
ORTEGA
HOYT

I wish he h ad.
It seems incredibl e that he didn't.

Do y ou want -- I am not in charge of the

ORTEGA
meeting.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Mr. Ortega - -

NORMAN Mr. Chairman, may I speak to the mo tion?
I thank Mr. Ortega, but I have been wanting to speak to
the motion.
WOLLMAN I think there are some questions that
we should allow. addressed to Mr. Ortega now while he is
here. Professor Spol~ky.
'\;....,

/'\

. -#...rt.
E. SPO~KY I would like to ask President He ady,
is Athe one who asked the court for the restraining order?
ORTEGA

No.
~

E. SPOL@SKY
Regents?
.__.,

Did you, personally, the Board of

ORTEGA It was a decision of a conference call on
Thursday after we were advised of the damage of the Union.
/"\

E. SPOL1SKY Did they know that by asking the
cou~t for thisl:hat they were letting - - letting out of
their hands the decision as to what kind of force s hould
be Used on campus?
ORTEGA I don't believe that that was fully
realized, because we a,ked for the order to be enforced
by the chief of state police, by the campus security
force, and by the Albuquerque City Police .

~
.
.
E. SPOLflSKY
But you didn't realize,
in
as k'ing
the state poli&(, you might be getting more than you were
bargaining for?
ORTEGA

That's right .
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RHODES May I ask, Mr. Ortega, was there not an
agreement earlier in the week with the Governor that
guards would force -- the National Guard would not be
used o n this campus except in the event of dire emergency,
and t h en onl y as c oo r dinators of traffic? That was a
story th at I read i n the local newspaper and the Lobo.
ORTEGA I have no personal knowledge of that.
Let me state one point that Governor Cargo made, that I
think s h ould be stated that I omitted earlier. He did
state that when agreeing to the use of the guard by the
chief of the state police that he did instruct him not
to us e it e xcept in case of dire emergency.
WOLLMAN

All right, let us go back to our order.

A FACULTY MEMBER

Who made that decision?

WOLLMAN What decision? I'm sorry.
I think the
f a ires t ' thing for me to do is for me to ask you to speak
in th e order I have. Mr. Homestead, Mr. Dickey , Mr.
Norman, Mr. Adams, Mr. Alpert, and approximately eight
oth ers.
HOMESTEAD
motion is drawn.
WOLLMAN

I would like to pass until the other

Then to Mr. Dickey.

DICKEY I would like to ask Mr. Ortega some
questions, please.
Was President Heady involved in the
decis i on to get the injunction?
ORTEGA It was a decision that was reached by the
Regents as members of the Board of Regents. He was in the
conference call.
DICKEY

Thank you.

ORTEGA But it was our decision. We were responsible as the Regents.
I happen to be a lawyer and per haps that's why I think that way, of attempting to do
something through the orderly process of law.
Mr. Wolf
is also a lawyer so I believe it was mainly the idea of
the Regents.
DICKEY

Second, did any of the Regents go down to
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look at the damage in the Union that was reported to you?
Did any one of the Regents take a tour of the Union before
ORTEGA

I h ave no knowledge of any Regents doing

that.
DICKEY And, three, I realize that 's certainly no
fault of yours, but anybody listening to KOB Television,
they told about an hour ahead of time t h at the guard was
massing and assembling and drifting down. Why didn't
someone -- why didn't you have a telephone ready? I
mean, I don't understand.
ORTEGA We were at that time in emergency session
trying to solve the problem.
WOLF

Could I speak to clarify this?

WOLLMAN No. May I please have order here? We
are addressing ourselves to a motion of Professor Doxtator.
I consider this discussion has been relevant to
that motion and I would like to continue. Professor
Norman is next.
NORMAN
read, please?

May I have Professor Doxtator's motion

DOXTATOR Like for me to read it again? The
Faculty of the University of New Mexico commends the
Regents and the University administration for such steps
as they were able to take, and did take, to protect students and property in the recent very difficult period
of time in which the University was closed.
NORMAN Now may I add this as an amendment to
Censuring of
Professor Doxtator's motion? I might preface this
Governor Cargo
amendment by saying that we have sat here now almost
for Calling
five hours and I have listened and we have not been able National Guard
quite to pin down the individual who has been responsible
for the confrontation on the campus and I am talking about
the Governor of the State of New Mexico, who was invited
here a few minutes ago and refused to appear before this
Faculty.
Therefore, I would like to, and I heard from
Vice President Smith say it was an egregious error that
that was done.
I heard Vice President Lavender last
night say in the middle of a horrible situation, use the
Word "ghastly" and I would, therefore, be - - and I think
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those were the words that were diametrically opposed and
I would, therefore, like to offer this amendment: "And in
addition the Faculty of the University deplores the calling of the National Guard unjustifiably."
WOLLMAN

Professor Norman, I think that was

covered.
NORMAN And without the knowledge of the Regents
or the president -- "calling of the National Guard unjustifiably; that is, without the knowledge or consent of the
Regents or the President of the University, who were
legally pursuing other means to control student unrest."
Since the decision to call out the guard can be made
legally only by the Governor of the State, and since he
chose to make this decision -- we have t h at authoritatively
twice today -- since he chose that decision by leaving it
to the discretion of the state police, and further since
the Governor, since physically
· pre~!:J:~ig~ the state,
chose to absent himself or otherwis~~~vailable in
a time of severe crisis at the University';- be it resolved
that this Faculty hereby cens~ Governor David F. Cargo
for his overt irresponsibility and lack of concern for
the interests of this University.
(There were several seconds and applause )
MERKX

Point of order --

WOLLMAN YOu have heard the amendment.
It's
been seconded. Shall we have debate on the amendment?
MERKX Point of order: Would you separate if
this amendment is accepted, could it be separated from
the original motion to be voted on?
WOLLMAN I think so. Is there any debate on
the amendment? I would like to hear from people who
have not had an opportunity to speak up to this time.
Professor Sharp, did you want to say something?
PROFESSOR SHARP I am a visitor. I don't think
I have a vote. The regulations are very ambiguous.
WOLLMAN

I think the visiting Faculty vote.

SHARP I think I am legally here.
authorized to speak, at any rate.

I am perhaps
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My own impression is that we have long ago learned
that it was the Governor that was responsible. Now I am
retracing my steps on that.
I agree with Mr. Walker to a
certain extent, that he prefers calling the guard -- call ing the police.
I think calling the police was extremely
(at this point the reporter was unable to hear what Professor Sharp was saying. Applause)
(The following is only part of what the reporter
was able ·to hear of what an unidentified Faculty member
was saying)
I think it is so inconceivab le the government in these United States deploys the armed soldiers,
having at their command not just the command but bazookas,
machine guns, tanks, and for all we know tactical nuclear
weapons, tha t it just - - it staggers the imagination.
I
think this is the most reprehensible thing I have e v er
encountered in my observation of a politician in any
position of responsibility, much less the position that
dealt with sensitivity. We t h ink - - (The reporter was
unable to determine the balance of what this gentleman
was saying)
WOLLMAN

Professor Epstein.

EPSTEIN I would like to see Professor Norman's
motion strengthened to state that narrower point that
this constitutes an impeachable offense.
WOLLMAN
have order.

Professor Snyder.

Order please.

Let's

PROFESSOR R. SNYDER Snyder, Psychiatry Department. Some o f us have had encounters with Governor Cargo.
It is very typical of him to make a decision and find a
fall guy and I think it's very clear that the Governor
went on television th i s week. He said that if there would
be any demonstrations o r embar rassment that he would
handle them.
It's ver y clear that it's his responsibility
to do this , because he is the Governor and he's allowed
to intimida te people for fear of incurring his £:a£:L - T A , ~ _
Tonight on television he will probably come out and look
like he has solved this University situation when i t was
his decision that set u p the bayonetting and then he
~ent fishing, or at least he is rumored to have gone fishing.

I think there are a lot of people in this state
He can risk
that do not know the quality of this man.
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losing the votes 0£ this group because he's con£ident by
talking to the press that he wi ll impress the liberal
voter here in the state.
I think it's high time that people in agencies
begin to stand up, and don't get shouted down individually
by this rather vicious man.
(Applause )
WOLLMAN

Professor Wager.

PROFESSOR WAGER As I understand it, Professor
Norman's motion is actually in the form of an amendment,
is it not?
NORMAN

Yes.

WAGER Now suppose that we carry this amendment
and then we de£eat, as of course we shoul d , Professor
Doxtator's motion; t h en we will have lost -- then we will
have lost the amendment because the amendment will be of
no purpose i£ the whole motion is lost.
I will separate
them into two separate motions.
NORMAN

I will so move, Mr. Chairman.

WOLLMAN I£ that's the case, then we shoul d go
back and debate, I should think, the original motion first
and then come back and debate this new motion.
All right, we are now back to Professor Doxtat or's.
(There were many calling for the question )
DRUMMOND

Mr. Chairman --

WOLLMAN The question has been moved.
recognize you first?
DRUMMOND
WOLLMAN

Shall I

Yes.
Okay.

DRUMMOND As many 0£ you know, I am very sympathetic with the students who have been trying to get
some changes on campus and with many of my colleagues
Who are calling for some support of censure motion for
the administration . But I am more in sympathy with the
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student from the Interfraternity Council who spoke a little
while ago. I didn't know we had any fraternity men that
bright on campus, nor that fluent, and I would like to move
in the interest of the harmony for all that after five
hours of being here that the best thing to do with Mr.
Doxtator's motion, inasmuch as we tabled Mr . .M.e rkx's motion,
is to table Mr. Doxtator's motion.
(There were several seconds)
EUBANK You can't do that.
called the question.
A FACULTY MEMBER

You have already

Mr. Chairman --

WOLLMAN I recognize Professor Drummond. It has
been moved that Professor Doxtator's motion be tabled.
All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed.
The motion to
table carries.
Now, Professor Norman, do you want to reintroduce
your motion?
A FACULTY MEMBER

Mr. Chairman, I move we

adjourn.
(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN

No.

VAN GRABER

It's been moved that we adjourn
Point of order.

Point of order.

(At this point there was general confusion and
all Faculty members were yelling different things)
WOLLMAN I recognized Mr. Norman.
I had asked
Professor Norman to reintroduce his motion. Professor
Norman.
NORMAN I make the following motion; the Faculty
of the University of New Mexico deplores the calling of
the National Guard unjustifiably; that is, without the
knowledge or consent of the Regents or the President of
the University who were legally pursuing other means to
control student unrest.
Since this decision to call out
the National Guard can be made legally only by the
Governor of the State, and since he chose to make this
decision by leaving it to the discretion of the state
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police, and further since the Governor, while physically
present in the state, chose to be absent h imself or otherwise make himself unavailable in a time of severe crisis
for the University :
Be it resolved that this Faculty h ereby censures
Governor David F . Cargo for his over~
irresponsibility
and lack of concern for the interest of the University .
(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN
and seconded.

All right, the motion has been moved

RILEY Mr. Chairman, point of information.
Do we know -- I h eard many times the Governor is fis h ing.
Do we know this for a fact? I would hate to put anything
in there -NORMAN
am saying

I didn't say anything about fis hing .

A FACULTY MEMBER

I

How strong is that statement?

NORMAN I am not saying that in my statement.
We can't say that. When he leaves the state, the power
goes to the Lieutenant Governor.
WOLLMAN

Professor Hersh .

PROFESSOR HERSH
I would like to speak for
this motion although I would like to put it in the
perspective in which I see it and come back to Doctor
Graham's point, which he made earlier.
I agree with
his position, that to attempt to reach a consensus at
one hour or five hours after we begin a meeting like
this is not a reasonable thing to try to do.
I t h ink,
therefore, a motion like this represents picking s mall
areas on which tired people can reach agreement, and
I think in this instance that might not be hard to do.
1 .would certainly speak for the motion, but I would
~ike to, in doing so, bring you back to t h e critical
issue. The critical issue is the one that the students
have spoken for, with anger and frustration, and where
they have felt that we are not listening. Where they
have felt that the administrative machiner y is going to
catapult the university on a course of reopenin g on
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Monday, regardless of for or against what this body or any
other body does.
I wonder whether the Chair would deem
it appropriate in the context of discussing this motion,
which I am for, to ask Mr. Ortega whether the Board of
Regents in the last meeting that they have just had has
had any second thoughts or any new views, which they
would like to express in terms of what their plan is for
what happens on Monday and on Tuesday and on Wednesday.
Are they firmly committed to reopening this university?
WOLLMAN I don't think that's germane to this
particular motion and I think -COTTRELL It's been answered, besides.
WOLLMAN We can dispose of this motion and yo u
Professor Sharp.
may then raise that question.
VAN GRABER

Point of information

SHARP In accordance with the statement with my
remarks, it seems to me this is a scapegoat motion,
exculpating the administration, passing judgment on
Governor Cargo without knowing whether he went fishing or
not, without knowing why he left the campus.
It seems
it is untimely and I move, if I am entitled to make a
motion, to refer it to the committee in respect to the
action of the administration.
PROFESSOR GUINN
it that way.

If he can't I would like to do

WOLLMAN All right.
Second? It's been moved
and seconded that this motion be tabled. Was that it?
SHARP No.
Referred to the committee.
committee that's to meet tomorrow.
WOLLMAN

I am sorry.

The

What is the specific - -

SHARP The committee that's considering the
motion in censure of the President.
WOLLMAN There is no such committee.
That's
not an item of business given to that committee.
SHARP
to table.

Then if I might change my motion to one
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(There were several seconds)
\

WOLLMAN It's been moved that this resolution be
tabled and seconded.

J. RHODES Point of information: Is it possible
to put a time limit on that table? For example, there is
a Faculty meeting next Tuesday. This is a very serious
issue. It seems to me this is one we could table until
Tuesday if people really wanted to think about whethe r
they wish to go through with such a motion.
SHARP I went to class this morning and was
relieved to find, as I thought, that the University
administration was not particularly responsible. The
Governor was.
I think it's a mistake. Criticism of the
Governor -- well, over other criticisms, I think it
should be considered timely the question about as far as
the administration is concerned.
WOLLMAN It's my understanding that any motion
that is tabled can be called out from table at the next
Faculty meeting, it not clear that appears in the order
of busines s that whether it is certain that that takes
Place. Will the Parliamentarian -SMITH

It's old business.

WOLLMAN If it's the desire of anyone, for the
Faculty to call it from the table, it can be done.
VAN GRABER Mr.
gentleman wishes or the
poned definitely to the
Which would place it on
than as old business.

Chairman, it could also, if the
original mover wishes, be postnext order -- to the next meeting,
the order of business rather

SHARP That would meet the same objections
Passing on it now. I would like to consider it alon g
With the question of the administration.
I t seems to
me they can all be together.
WOLLMAN Well, we have got all kinds of talk.
Is there any action? There is a motion before us to
table. This is not debatable. All in favor of the
motion to table indicate by "aye"; opposed "no". The
motion to table carries.
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DOXTATOR

I move we adjourn.

A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

ME RKX

Second.

All in favor of the motion to adjourn --

Was he recognized?

A FACULTY MEMBER

MERKX

Was he on the list?

Mr. Bransford was next on the list.

WOLLMAN You are right.
I cannot recognize you.
The motion to adjourn -- Professor Bransford asked me a
long time ago to be on the list and I promised t h en and
I haven't gotten to him yet.
BRANSFORD
speak on --

May I speak now?

I would like to

WOLLMAN We are not adjourned.
recognize Professor Doxtator.

I did not

BRANSFORD I would like to speak in an issue
that was brought out, and this is applied to the phy sical
Plant workers here at the University. This is of particular importance in light of the memo that went out
Friday with their checks, that they would be subject to
disciplinary action because of the strike if they didn't
return to work, and I would like to make a motion to
this effect, that the Faculty of the University wishes
to express its concern at the threat of sanctions
against those members of the physical plant staff who
chose to strike as a consequence of the activities on
the campus. We further seek assurances of the Un i versity
administration that threats of dismissal and other penalties be withdrawn, and no sanctions imposed as a consequence of this action on the part of the physical plant
employees.
(There were several seconds and applause )
WOLLMAN
MERKX

Is there any discussion?

Mr. Chairman

A FACULTY MEMBER

I move the previous question.

Physical
Plant Strike
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WOLLMAN The previous question has been moved.
Is there a second?
(There were several seconds)

"no".

WOLLMAN All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed
The motion is carried.

We shall now vote on the question on Professor
Bransford's resolution.
Those in favor indicate by " aye " ;
opposed "no".
The resolution carries.
KOSCHMANN Point of personal privilege. Because
this point was -- this motion was not allowed to be
debated, at all, I would like the motion to carry my
dissenting vote in the record and when this motion is
presented to any other group, that ' it be -- that my
name be appended as voting negative because the matter
had not been given any discussion or any consideration
~y this Faculty.
I asked for this as a privilege as a
Faculty member.
WOLLMAN There was another gentleman, a member
of our Faculty, who asked for the floor a long time ago
and I have not had an opportunity to give it to him.
PROFESSOR DARLING Darling, education. I con sider the major tragedy these last few days to have been
the physical harm that has been done to certain people.
But I consider to be the second major tragedy the fact
Which I think is reinforced here again this afternoon,
that in a very real sense the Nixon administration has
been taken off the hook for its efforts in Cambodia. We
have been debating here for four hours -- five hours
about a concern that students had and the concern that
~he students had last Wednesday was the outrageous
invasion of Cambodia and the outrageous extension of the
war in the Indo-China area and through the course of
events on this college campus and on other -- many other
C~llege campuses across the country the public floodlight, the public -- the Faculty and public attention has
been divorced from the atrocities of Cambodia and has
been focused upon what is going on with those bad people
at the University i n the states of this country. Therefore, I am going to make a motion and I am going to
ask that this mo tion be tabled, hopefully it be tabled
because I believe it needs a fuller debate than those we
have remaining here today. But I think we need to go

Motion to Cen sure President
of U.S. for
Extension of
Indochina War
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on record today as having said something about the first
issue, Cambodia, and, therefore, I would like to make
this motion, hopefully it will be seconded and hopefully
tabled, until we have a better discussion of it.
It's just one motion.
It is the consensus of
the Faculty 0£ the University of New Mexico that we
censure the President of the United States for the continuation and extension of the Indo-China War a n d ~~ ~
~Jl $y condemn the President of the United States, and
other elected of£icials, who have led our country into
what we believe to be an illegal
, immoral, and
~ s t war that is not only rai»ing havoc in
but also in every state in the nation.
(Applause and several seconds)
A FACULTY MEMBER
WOLLMAN

Question.

Is there a second?

(There were many calling for the question )
WOLLMAN
me.

Marion, you are the Parliamentarian.

VAN GRABER

WOLLMAN

Nobody has been recognized, except

Now you are recognized.

VAN GRABER Then I move to postpone the motion
definitely until the next scheduled Faculty meeting.
~f that's legal, Mr. Secretary, which I don't think it
is, Mr. Walker.
DURRIE
agenda.

We have lots of others ahead of it.

VAN GRABER

Whatever is appropriate on the

WOLLMAN It's moved and seconded the motion be
Postponed till the next meeting.
Is this debatable?
Is there any further discussion on the postponement?
HOYT If we postpone it till the next meeting
~t Will come up at the end of the meeting when we are
~Ust as tired as we are today. We might as well take
it up today.
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7
ience.

RHODES No, no, you have lost half of your audIt sure makes it easy for you to railroad.

speak.

WOLLMAN I will let the maker of the motion
Let's have order. Order. Order. Order.
A FACULTY MEMBER

We didn't know it was coming

up.
DARLING I didn't, either. On behalf of the
personal privilege and on behalf of the maker of the
motion I sincerely request that this matter be debated
by a larger group and it be put on a higher position on
the agenda.
I do this because I don't want us to s weep
it again under the rug and start dealing with inconsequentia at the beginning of the next Faculty meeting.
Therefore, as a matter 0£ personal preference, please
let us move this to a different Faculty meeting at the
beginning of the agenda, if this is possible.
WOLLMAN
it at the top?

Is there any way that a motion can put

VAN GRABER
COTTRELL
MERKX

This body can do that if it wishes.
It can do that if it wants to.

Mr. Chairman, may I make a motion to that

effect?
WALKER

Second.

MERKX As an amendment to the motion, I move
that this Faculty place this as the first order in the
agenda 0£ the next Faculty meeting.
(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN Is there any further discussion on the
amendment? All in favor indicate by "aye"; opposed "no".
The amendment carries.
WALKER
WOLLMAN
COTTRELL

Move the previous question.
What is the previous question?
To postpone indefinitely.
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RHODES

That postpones it.

WALKER I thought we were voting on Mr. Merkx's
amendment.
I am sorry.
WOLLMAN
to postpone it.

Well, I think we are.
Then Mr. Merkx --

The amendment was

MERKX The amendment was that we postpone it and
that it goes to the head of the agenda.
WOLLMAN No.
I thought we voted to -- we have
voted to put it first on the agenda at the next Faculty
meeting and I don't think there are any other motions
before us.
RHODES
WOLLMAN
RHODES

Mr. Chairman -You are recognized.
Thank you.

I moved we adjourn.

(There were several seconds)
WOLLMAN Is there any debate? Those in favor
"aye"; opposed "no" .
The motion carries.
(THEREUPON, the meeting adjourned at six thirtyfive in the evening.)

,AjrC

Respectfully submitted,

John N . Durrie
Secretary

.

